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^0 ^tW^/ 29 / 2000 -^Wt^' 

trfH ... 

3rr^ 

(^, 2000 ^ cpt ^llf^ W) 

^ *1I*1<HI ^ItR g[NT HI^ Plc^iiui ^ dPId ^ fcEJ t>Pll 

3flY Hid (jldl ^ 'd«)€t; y^TT^ y? el41 elHI'l ^ tjtHHjVd HTld '^IRT (cTl41(^1) gKI H't^d 
y^??TT^ ^ H4(SfH $ I 

2. HBIMtIH y!<Je^ IJTtoYTJT ^ HTHoTT ^0 ^lWEft/9/99“^l^ ^ f^Hl'ch 

23 f^^TR^,1999 cj5t ait^^^dl fifNI cfl41c*l ^ ^ y^Nt wftfecT 

^ ai^HlRd ^ sit I ^ WittlH elPm ^ fcT^ tel W SIT I ^ 

WR ^ f^Tjirr eiT ^Mr^t ^ nrit y§t c^fkt Tiif^t^ ce^ cfi tjsj^ 

el41 ^ H'tdlcl I 

3. ^ ^ Pl4i4ui nRiileni y51 ^ ^ eiFm c^wi 220 Wng ^ 

feTTO f^TEtnroT Tjoi?r: wtr ^ ^ gsr stf w atlY y>t ^ 

■jJiPiyj u^ieiH 19.88 wi ^ I f^tp4wi ^ y>i^,iSt3Mr-m, "^l^M-iv ijsi, gten 

3fl^ n, ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 8.24 ^ 10.7 ^ W t I vJHVltW 

4[Si tM 3ft^ ^ ^ ^ ellH yY Wl gij, ^Wl^l ^ ^PFlt sfl? %T 

^ yiffiyj U^MH elFm ^ f^HRiR gij f^f^FI f^tPeMl cEFft tfR ^ '^I p|c[,4u| ^ 
^ cigcll tb'i’l ^ HtdlcI f^yi ^ I cri41cil % f^tRfeff^cT tild f4<FeHl f4HK fch*ll ^ : 


f4<PeH 

■?io 




FtR ?^PRr/Mmfe)^vjt/ 
^rei f4>'<RT ^ 

1. 

cppil~'d«l«S n'ld'—'d«l<fi <Pl4tPe1IH'i 

^ feP? 37 ^ 3igHld ^ Pltp4“l eilMd 

15.93% 

56.15% 

2. 

^ 41cT-^fR^ 

^ 41^ 3M ^ 3IRN m HMiltJI-il y?l 
^ P|cb4ui eTRrf 

32% 

32% 

3. 

4'7IiR-^<N7 'HMil^ll'il y5t f\i 

Pl*4u| elFR 

27% 

40% 
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4. xTtH ^ affto 3iW 3RI cPT^ ^ anSTR ^ ^0 2^ ^ t I 

imR ^ ^ ^ 23 ih>!c)^|,2000 ^ 3ll4lf^c1 ^ ^ ^ «5t I yii1<fm 

•^iRT'U'I’ ^ ^ o£f^ %^T f^ Picfi^ui ^ 8.24 ^ 3rf^ ^ ^ ^ 

tR ^FTT| vilT^ ^qrf^ ^ iM SRT MeWH f^ ^ ^JFft m ^IRI Hi f^ ilPT ^ 

%r ^ ^tq^t ^stfit ^nf%T? i 

6. ^ t f^ 3FR ^ vjq^tcm y>cpf m ^iTTcTT ^ eft ^ 

Micil ^ 110 yfrRTcT cfcp ^ sVfl J|6^ yST H^jVl 

fciv ecfrrHIg^ ^ I ^ ^r ^ Pf^f^fecl fenif?>Tzn fr ^ :- 

(i) ^ yr^ sttspr ^ ^ ^ ^>r^ y^nc^ ^ ^th f^Wiiifiicn 

wft^ yf^ «Ti^ ^i ^ 3?l7 (jc^tef^r^ yriy y? wft ^ yfcT 

^ y^WH ^ ^ eTFTcT ^ ^ oTyTift | iM ^ ^ W\ 

“^ydM f^yi yyv awyr '^Iri sft? y>yff yldl ^ni cR f^fcyi$uT ei41 ^ yyry ayyicfy^ 
^ Pratdeh y? y|yr, ^fyt% %t yr^ y^ ^ ySt cyycT aimr tjcftytyi ^ ^ 
y?T cT^ yf^ ^ yraw ytcff^iM ^ ^ yyr<Hd emm, f^i^ yfR y? ^ 
cf>t di'id 5'{sy '>jpfy>i PTHitfl %, y? f^yN Piyci cj?r 'sneff I ^'tifd^j, 

^ ^ ^ yyff ^ ^ ^ c^ ^ ^ yr f^yiyy 

^ygyr % I 

(ii) y?^ ^lys y«J y? an^ yr^ 8.24 ^ 3ffey ^lyc ^ tM yr ^ Mr 

^ryi^ ^ yMm - ^yrfMt yy tMM Mt ^ ^gfvim y?r yf 

t, y5t ^ wiyy yr y?y ^ y? cy^ y? ^ argyr? 

y? eqry fty yej yr 3n^ y^ %Tt yry yiyyi i 
Mt ^ryj^ ^ fM y?^ ^rye yeJ y? sn^ y^ 8.24 ifreY ^ aifey afly 8.24 
^ yy ^ tfteff ^ yV Mt pVll I 

6. Mf^ yg^ ^ srjyR, yr yfyy f^l^py yfrynart afr^ yfrynait ^ 

yf!rPll^ PiyiiTi' yt yf^yf^ yy y 1 ^^y^ yry f^ylW yr yiyy yy ^ :- 


^¥ryT^ay yfe 'HU 

(i) ?y alW yry ^ ^ y^ \jcjni yy yyyt cfe fM ’^ti'i ^ 

yywy y?^ t 1 


(ii) y1% ^rye Mef yyyrfyy ye# ^r ^ ^yc^«T t 1 ary yeJ yy, #tafr# 1 afi? 2 yy 

arfcif^yT yet yn#r ^ryy c^ ^rner afly ufd ^ yr# ^ ?y ye# 

# yrypy ^M?y ymyy y# ^ y^ y^yy % 1 

(iii) 6Id #t # yyy ^ Mt ^ryRt yy ynyry is yfcT?icT ^ ^ ^ 1 ♦TI'jj^i ^ 

yry, ^jettytyy yxH yyry yyy # apy y^ryxiyt y5) gpRT # yyyy # aiM^jy % I 
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3 m x^Mci/aiHnrr 

oUFtR ^ ^ ^ I ^ ^ ^ stfcrf^ em ^ 

^ ^ ciiH, tItET tllcililld ^ wft I 

(iv) ^ 8.24 ■^t 3ll^ ^ ^ ^ t\ c^rnf | 

(v) am wf ^ifT ^Hifcicp wi ^ ^ %, ^'Frar ^ 

aiRiTci^/McT^ ^ 3R?i1^ ^ ^ I afR, am TjaW mi 

^ifem ^ ^ ^ ^thtRct tor anm t rfi ■<jf? mt tRt gM ^ fiRz 
^ ^»rnt gM f^if^d ^ aiTc^t %, ^dm^i ^ aiRnft alR v3>(iaT anmrast/'PEiWr 
m ^ yRr^ irm tf^rn | 

atfei gfe«4i aiR> 

(i) 'gl'fC Mid, ^ -Me«?l atM*?l SRcTT ^ aiJTfR 4?l<n gjl Mpd iiVy dt?! ^ 3R 

aif^Ri g>T 41^4) eRX MR”iidt8'F)M aifriRctti Hidd ^ 

ft'll dlcTdl^ ^ aivjfd sVll I MV^ ^ d'ld'l m d8d dlj cpFlt afR el<51 elMMI 

'Hed d^l ^57 'Htptl I \Jl«lf^ ^ <^I6 c 41 m <7i<51 ^ fen? <^W aflP^eM %, cbl'll dT 

^ Erm% ^ ^ afif^ ^ t I ami: wtram ^ imid R%m i 

(ii) f^'{5l ^rnt m 'didi'^a; d tpMei ^Jo?Rrt otra a^R ^f^^nafr ^ ai^ePd, M'i^ 

^ doi mw mm ami ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ fij ^ 

^ g?d m Ti^di $ di m f^'m ^ I^rtct/wM^ f^di aiidT ^ i ciei 
^ dl^ wft (^ dH®, mai, a^Tcj^ anf^) ^ ^ Tf? imdd f^ yfl^ g>l 
WMdl ^ I 

(iii) m ijgi afR <^^R Tiimd tk TPiFr 4>id1 wp'Wd <^icl M'ldt 

^ «(R5d g>t 'HdNdl ^R51 % I ^ Hld<?ii ^ '^iMd ’{3’^ m el^ <Pldl 
tl^ ail^<^ dld^5^ eETRT aRld d!?i BRII I dl dt <PldT ^ ai®(dT 

eiid^ ^ d?^ ^ dd u4ld d?! ^ TTHiMdi ^Rff %, Ril'd Hid<?l ^ mm 

mid M^Mtp/d)Rl41 d? RBTdd Rjv* m tPidl ^ dFT d? tiic^c<b 'Mdidif^a 
d#l m 'H<Pdi I 

(iv) wit dT ^ d€f EidT# an I ^aiwd, diEi dm^, iRideii, anf^ ^ 

'H<<i( dJTsdi 'didRidi NiCJfiedJ ^ f^’dl < 3 !^ dd MSd d^ m 'dd'Ol 1 

tpiltp'lyd iRfe TTtT 

(i) ^RM gNi dRdlvjidi d^ ^ ddi ^v^ldd mi f^wi wtw dd ijd? 

^ afR ddd ^ f^WT d^ d? ai<dl4?w t. d^ ?ddd ddlddiajt d^ dil^ ddld 
d^t ^ 'Hd>cil alR aicdl^d^ <rl<51 dd 'I'Ml d^dld Riedel 't<51d'i4 d^t % I 
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(ii) ^ ^ ^ ^ TfR %. elk wkr A ^ 

(jcf)cbk^ »rmT?T/knjfcT ^ wr m kitei ^ ^ Tmig i 

(iii) we:#j^ imkt ^ ^ ^ fr ^ »tn?t 3ri wi^ 

^ WIR t, toPI ^ ^ ^ cZigTCTT ^ I 

(iv) am ^ ^ t ^ 8,23 '‘ffe^ ^ 3ife^ ^ %t ^ ^ k4t 

wkcl ^ ^ ■?T^ %, ^PFlt ^ ^ I 

(v) 3jk yr4ST c^R>M Mld-Rlf^t t, 3lf^ cR^ff ^ RR ^ $ alTf ^ 

3ri^ HM'HI'dI eif^ cR ^ I ^3^ fcfkit 3HT TfEiTW WT tR wft 
cR!'^ ^ «Jdl^ ^1 '<I6Rrll cfnRT | cRrft fueledI'RTI tD ORJ ^eJ ir 7IRF?I 

iqy ^Fft yiR ^ f I RI?^ %fr ^ cfJ^ 

f^dHrrmM TTlf^t^ ^ 3ff7 f^R ^^f^f^lklt/^fRRfWf ^ Rf 

VlS'Md RR tR Hdl RRRT 3ff7 cfj^RT •Rfci-I ?tRT | 

(vi) R^ ^Re ^eJ ^ ^^kJR ^ RTR^ 8.23 ^ ^ c^ 3?kt R[^ tIIcT ^ 

WI ?R ^ ^ kl^l M RRf%R R^ RkRT | 

(vii) RRR emr rrtrr cIr ekfaR Rik Rkfr ^ ^ rr 

RB^ ?R^ ^ ^«3TT ^ fcR RRilf^Rj ReJ fc^TR Midi R? <^41 

T3RT4 ^ I RtR ^^TRI ^ RTRf^f^ ^ ^ RW ^1 ^ ^ 50 yf^VId 

yRT4 ^ ^fRRT #, ^ 5TR 'll ?RfR oRRR sfk fcRtlRR: RfM^ 

B'I'^ <41Mid'l ^ folk; Pl'^ld f^RT RRT % I 

RBRft ^ ^ 

^^fl^jRR 'Jiei'jll RR ^ Rt^ ?fk RR ^tflR^lyd is^^lc; REf STR R^t R^ ^R^tfecffed 

f^Rf^ ^ cj'lBVIRI t I erfrlkRd, kFRf^fte %3li RR R^kl tol RRT ^ :- 

(i) R? 4ft ^ R^RT t fftj RkRRPft R5^ ^RR Re| R7 3nft Rl^ Rtdt RRc^ 

^ aifrlkRR ^ ^ ^ RRlft ^ RBlft ^ RR^cR '?iR ^ RMRMI R^ ft 
cRHTRlBft^ I ?R R^RR ^Fft f^dlBlR^lRijI’ Rft iftd'KRfftiil’ gTR RlfftkRd RlRRlft 
RR RBR RJ^RT RS ^TRRR ^ elk RR R7 rI^ RlR^JcRj cHIRft ^ cpFft 
fftdlf^lRRkRt R7 RiS'd R'^tl'MN ^IRT | cft^ftcTl ft ^RR 4 R^tft tj 4 ^ RTE^tRJ R5TRT 
RT efk RRftt ft 32 yfftRd Rft elk ^ SJTRR^RRR Rft Rgd 3i|^ TSRlfftd RkftI | 

(ii) cJcftRlkR RRR ft enft Rlk RRJ^ ^ Rft Rkft ^ fftlR RTe^R5 elk Rgftt WR Rft 

BRf ^ ^ ftl RTRftt I Rft 1999-2000 ^ ftkjR ft RIR 60 ft 70 RR^^ 

^ ^ftt ft Rft ftkft ft ft E^RR 2 ftfcft ft RBft ^?RR RR RRftlR f^5RT ^ BRfftR 
RR5^ ft Rft fticft elk RRft RRRt Rft ftl RlRftt | 
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(i) f^HT^,1999 18 yfrmcT ^ ^ 32 TlfcfYRT ^ 3^ 

4tH HHRt ^ ^ U'klN tdX 3lf^JcE %, tPFil— 

<1S'1 ^ '(1<P^ $ I 

(ii) ^ MRijlMHi ^ aifciRchi ytvji^ ^ l ^ w 

^ fH tiRyl^nHi "^r ^ yidwid aiicbf^ci ijidund ^ 

3nf^ ^ cJjI^ 3lfclR«W ^fluR^ yM ^ §3n $ I yipfr-HH^ f^dll^cbKyl XR 
nRt w( dNdi ai^Ricf t l 

(iii) xj3^t (660 cTIW wi) 3^r7 ^eiJgl'H (220 XR STFI ^ clFTH ^ xrt^ 

^ R14j|Su| ^ i+nHW'hxJ Wrmd ^ ^ WIH ^ yM 3IHI ^ f^XJnXxxTTI 

(iv) Xjv^l 3jR XJ?iI|pTH XR 3 n?I ^ ^ qiR<P elid'd 1108.58 ellO 

^ t I ^TdlcT xfRT-Tf^ chl4tl>cHN'1 '^t XT^ q5t XJTTXxxf[. xj^ 
RicJj^ui ^ cTTFPM t. Xlfr 45 yfcRRI ^3cfT t I 

(v) ^txfxjHxJt 'HWK“iddi 3 ci'5^y ^ y5t RppiRsfi yRrTT $ I 3 ^ y5t Sllftl 

illd—'tl4«£{ <Pl4«Pe1IHi XR Hxld gKI cf?f XT^ GIFI 3l1^R> y5t 311911 y?t vrlldl ^ 
sfR to^xiT ^ A 3IEffg^ TRtm tor XJnXxxTT I 

dRr^di<^ (xr^tiT#ijt) 

(i) HglxfdR yit^lfXRxjr ^ ^e4g?^r wtlEFT %XTr 

$ aff? ^p?#rq, 3 p% Rra>iW M ernr^ ^ ante § i 

(ii) xRTd ^ Hifr Rr^xjTj[_ TRRi ^ ^geiR ^ ^ ^rut trh ^ yxfradiafr 
^ e^4) 'diiftd y?f vsnxjxD i 

(iii) RfypJxxi nxld ^ y4 1999—2000 ^ 4*1'<M 36 ■^’XR ysr R)<le1 eTTd 

arf^ $, ^ Rra^ ytiRi^ m t \ 

(iv) ^^XT^ yH y«jt >?r, ^del ^ ycft cPi y4W yR ^ ^ I 

^ y^ y§t ^ 'HHT^IcT ^ ^ M I 

(v) ^txjd#4) y^r xflx^ ^ixr yw ^ ^trt afR ^fxi^ c^ Ry^ ^ 
Ul^ltlM ^ Rr x^r i^lTelT Xr|f^4l ^i xf|^ ^txR yoifc^t d^frlMy ^geiR XPY^ xfi Rr 
dddd 1 yRt? "^Rx? ^ ^1^5 afl^ oErq yRyj % I 

(vi) 4)^;d441 ^ 4ld «j4)«Pl'<d XRR iR yii^ Hlddle1*1 '^(4^ tp^l X^ XERXd dddd 

12 ^ cR? X|5t 'HH'HJI ^ WFTT ^ Y# ^ I tj^^chl'id XRjy YlRf 

yRIy ^Rtnait ai^Md^di ^ y^rm dm xitdt ^ amylm c^iydi 

Pi<pi'41 cEi ar^Hd xfR% ^ tipt—ttiei aifclR^d ^ % I 
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(vii) ^ ^ wTiER t, ^ 1 ^ 

^ TfT % I ^'Hfd^i, ^ U'wfcia eT^t 3RTFTF?I ^ dlMd ^ 

(viii) (Tl'^'i^l'yi, cTl^jd^^ PitU'S"! el<51 el<ll^ ^ ^ 'Hcfjcll «t<ilPb ^ 

€1tM ^ ^eit ^ 2 ^fJT ^ratry ^ "irST $ I 

HTl'^ M &> wd 

^ ^ TH wwt <jmr>5t. ?tih ^tI^ictt ^ 3fR 8.24 ^ ^ ^ 

^ 3^cnTT ^ ^ I 

'^<t ll’a«o4^ 

(i) 'mm afr? 'i3l^m ^ ^ ‘HRc^lii arraifcid ^myfM ^ ^ ^ 

^ TjqgxTT %?rR t I ^t, ^ c^FTcT, ^ c^Fm 3nf^ ^ 

31^^ c|ldW>iU| %. PJf^ ■»TR??RI ^3aVT ITNT ^ ^ «PfFTT ^ I 

^ y<t9lj ttJKcT) ^SiTt vlcMItil ^ f^V* STFJTcT M^?l ^ Erqfcfjlit ^ 'dd'^l el'SI^ ^ 

3IRjte ^lEl^ ^ ^ t 1 

(ii) ayraTfcTd afl^ ^ WTT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ yfcTwit ^ 1 xj# M ^ f^nldiait 

^ vJdyr^ ^ eiFm ^ ^ ^ 8RTct: ^jofcr: «f^ #ft I 

WFI ^dJIcil ^ FfFTcT ^ ^ ^ t I ^ 

XJtfFT -^RW cTCfT ^ ^ FfH RTRT, ^ ^ STlf^ ^ ^fR^FlfT Rcblill 

^ ^ -^t ^ 3TFTn% (51^ ^ ^ efFm ^ ^ g5t SIRIT 

^RScTT %. ^jTnatt ^ ^ ^ sfRiT ^ ciSt w I wr 

^ 18 ypl^ld ^ ^ ^ ^ eft 3?R U'kllf^d 

Tfnfl Pl<t>^u| ^ aflRfe^ t I ijit ■'d'cjjf^d ^FiTR ^ ^ ^ ^ FTTFcT ^ 3Tf^ 

^ ftRH W I ttrcT ^ ^mR. ^tfFT ^ ^ Tjot 

^*ffrr ^ ^ynyj4 1 

(iii) 'FT^t P)<t)<5“i ^iFd ^TRy aiMidd ftst ^ *(*11 y>T cr^ 

yy^ ^ y?t cTFT Mr I y?^ vi<^'Hif>id ^yye ^ ayy^ ^ ymy ^ ^ 

aroVy <ii<^ vTieid syy fifFTffT ^ ei<iN sfR tj^Tlt^Vd y^i^y $ I 

^'Hfoivi, yR^yf^ eTTF Mid'Ml 1*141 c]^ eVF 3nMid«4i 3?t7 f^rafeyst ^ i 
anyicryj/f^rate y^ ^ trit 4 ^ yy^ y5t f ^<^ i ^ ^ 
yRyey?T: iniPy^ t i 

(iv) udMd ^-y^rtPUd m ^fy^^yy t 3^R ari^ arf^ cr 

^ycRyy % ^ ^ ey^FT/tryw ^ yy^ ^yy€^ yy^ yy^ ^ ^cyy yyy^ 
y?f yyyyy M'id'MiPl4l ^T?y "^y ilM**i yyf^ y^t f^>f^yyy^ yR 'H<ydi % i 
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(v) ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 71% HIcH'Hf# ^ ^fNlTcT^/ 

Piilidcbl ^ IPflT%T ^ ?7lf^ TJ7T ^ aTNncT^/Mclc^ ^ ^ 

vjejVi ?rRT % I 

(vi) ^ ^ ^ ^ hh ^i uwif^d ^ ^ ^ 3 it% 

^ %I? 3rRS#lcI ^ 7T^ t 1 

$S15_’3?3nMS5F 

(i) 10,7 4e7 ^ 3rf^ct>dR ^ 7 ^ ^ HPf #f F1^7 

^ Pict><J“l 15 vjd 1 ^, 1 998 ^ 6HI^ 711*1 ^'WlfflRd olf^'t^'H ^>717 ^ IJ^ HMI 

^ ^ ^f ^ -^l % I §IJ, Pltl>«Sai elFlcl FRl^ 

^ ^ ^ ^5TFJ^ I 

(ii) 711*1 FH17T c^lF#fT cP717 HlF#flEI% ^ ^ 81 

Tri^ df^Sdel WFTdd W7 M%T ^1^7^ ■»% cJl^T*!! ^57^ t I FTlf^. 

^1 HPl %# 31^ ^ SITT 7%lfSRT ^ ^inj^ | 7JF FRl^ c^lW#fT ^5717 ^ 
% 8^7 cj(f|cpl7^ cb^d^ cRdol ^ H^e8> tbl TTTtl*!^ t^8eT FHl^ SKI f^ill 
M1I7'II I 

(iii) FT# 8rfciR8rl, 8FR UTTIW 31^#^ ^ WRIT t tfl FTT^ yTJWb PlTf?! W7% 

%7R l?7181#f^#M 3N# W%%£1W HH^^ildl W TTWm t I WT 

^TRTR, Vm%^W, ^ 3ft7 %7FJ ^ cJt^l8>RH Ep^dcH ^1 TlgT^ ^l?t 

WFm ^ tfft 1 ^IF F^ ^ 3lf^ WIF^ HM W7^ 3fR ^ 

^ FHl^ 7RJW f^WT TOTTff # W cte ^ 31#7rT 3fR ^IF^WJ^ To^ ^ tjf 
SF^ ^ F^ uf^TMytc^cfKn cET| ^ #1^ 

^ 3ft7 im% ^ M THTFIT F^ 3FI^ cll^'A'H W717 ^ SlPl# ^ 7#7TT [ 

(iv) TIF^ 3nElK'^d ditl ^ ^ 4t1d #t 3ll7 ^ ^ dPId 

wm ^^1^ WT iraWFsit: ^7 tM w# ^ wnj^ i ^ 3nEn7JjF ^ ^ 

^ ■fNfltRTT I WF7T ^1^—HPf 3ff7 Fl^ «r%T c# ^ ^tlrfl # cjicf#l7^ 
^TtH ^1 3# c^ %7 311cEf^?l 7%n. #r ^IF^ 7m ^ en I %T 3fl7 ^EPfr illdlORT 
^ ^Pld# ^ ^IFF? %TT 3)f^R3d TIWT^ FTiq# I HWlf^d ^ W WT 
# 3to <?WT M, FT# 3lf^ HFT^ TW FTl^ ^T%TFT 3R1 W# 
#r Tnawid wi %t*pi sfir cj^##t #r f«i wi «rt^ ^ wwpr ^ 7n*r TmftciT 

cbx’di FWT I 

%# TtiV dlF ^ (FfeTll) %P#g 

(i) B%cT IIFT^ET 3fl7 3R1 TIFRIW "gtasit ^ ^§£117 fcpIJ f^, ^FTE ^ 3?! 

#1^ HI^ TIFTOW ^ I FT# 3rf^l%RT, f^Rl#F # WIT^ ^Idim if? 

w t, %7iwi 3# stfSicp rtiT 3#Sr %, #r uwreicT: F^i ir#^ WTc^t ^ 3fi7 F^f 
7]^ cl?t 3R?j|^ 71% oJNl cbT# ^ t I 
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(ii) ?*T cpl4cr>dl4'i ^ MtIH W'^K cT^ cT^ 'll?! «l<f l4 Sl^xItT tt»{4 vR 

^ W’WH m\^ii\ ^ ^ ^incTT % i wr ^i4c»>dm'1 ^ 

^ ^ tor WcTT %, cfr %Tt, fwPTcPT 8.24 '^1 

t. ^ arfcif^ yw cTHMT ^OTgytT t i 

(iii) THftlEH (Hi4i 'His“i afl7 "^fcp ^ ^ | 

'HK4)^ cilj^ ^ ( ^'Hijd^j) 

(i) viyitfr vdMc?1*J ^lycT ^ 4<4 i 4 y?t MScI 'Ml*lcl f^m vJlIcll ^ I 

(ii) ^ ^yinpj41 y^ cmyR ^jfrt y^ HyT% yy ^ f^^RT 

c^ f^ f^ yypT ^ i y^ y?r fMy yy t^Teiy^ 
ftyry? ^sryr yjfey ^ yyr ^yy yiwi^ ■^jy ^ yny^yy^ % yr 

y# I y? aif^iypy ^ am yyy f^y?m yy yiHi-y yyiHH ■yisrfy 

^ Tycyy ^ y^^ i 

(iii) y? ^fyie t ^ ^ any?yy? % ^ yst 3iy4t f^yf^ ^Rirfr 
yrfey yyrapf yyyy y? ^ yg^ y>t yy ^yyy^t % i 

(iv) wy y? f^yR y4t yn^ ^ ^ ylyt y? i^t cRtt^ yn4t yif^ l yiy? yyy 

c^ yyidy ^lys cfe yR 4t vjii4t yy wV Mid ^ ^rry (jisi dcp 
yrR Ay en?y ylyt ^ yri^ yidryiy ^ yewy y^^, fAmyy yy y^ ytyt ^ 
y§y fAyy yy Ttcpyr ^ i ?yf^, «^«ici y^ AiyT y? el4) eiyHi dc44)y ^ I yiy 

yA ^4tc^ y? ^jy^yrww gf^ wi ^yyn?r % yfr apy yyyt A wm Ayy yiA 

^1 

yR^ty A lygy fAyy ( wAtan#) 

(i) ^ ^ yyr yrA fAy^Ay ^ y# yr^ryfr yA yrfy yA aiR any>fAy 

mj'< 4 a?R M)Mil cCT vj^ici'i efry wi^y yRyr % \ ^ywr y? fAyR % fA> Mxiy yy 
aiRdcM yA Afyt ^ y^'wy y^'^A fen? ayrA ayyRgy ctiA yy fAy^Rr arf6iy> 

cbiAyR ayyAAy y^A yA ^ayyA yVydi y? fA^R t i 

(ii) 5 'dfci*?, fAyyRr y? ^fARnfr rrt yy y?y 4l4 aiyfA^ oy? ^jy y> ?tieR A 4)>114) gKi 
fcbyi yy^yr i RiIAm cTI^rt alR otnyR yrycT ^ Hgey> A ^f^ ^ yicyy 'A 
cnyy ^ y?y y^A yA aimr y^ yA ynyAI i 

(iii) aryR yA A 41AS1 A yisyy A W6wy yy yyAr ^ arfARyy yidmid, m 
yA M yny?r yA anyw^ A aif^ AAgf^ yR AA i 


1689 GU2000—2 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III— Sec. 4] 


7. 24 3ri!|^,2000 ^ IJcIWRH WT "^^IFfT 'iJHifll 

31l4lfvjlc1 ^ cjf 1 'H^cfri 'gH'cfl^ ^ Pl»^f^Rs(d arg^fTET f^kj ^ ^ : 


(i) ^ WT ^ ^FTE ^ HHfUI ^ ^ Tigs Wff ^ t I 


(ii) (^) 
N 

(iii) (^) 
N 

(iv) (^) 

(E) 


Plctji^^l ^ 't41t^fc) 202 ^ aff? gui ^ ^ 

TIT—^ ^ 7f? 220 ‘P'i'i'd ^MkJ ^ ^ I 

6*1?TT SRtM ^ f^k| ^TFTcT P|ejRu| cf>T f^ill % | 

WW^ ilRiilvSIHI ^ yTHR ^ Tri% ^ 20 PfrP?TcT gfe aigHB 
eHTFIT 8IT aRJCR pR^fRIRT Plf cSt I 

vW ?TT M'WW PY 4^'^ gKI RidK RjiJi TPT *11, ciigf^k* ^ ^ 'H*l«d 
PHNt c^ ^ anpfriiJT ^rail ^ eSt I 

3HR cte xftcT-Ti^ ^ cI?X ?fr elWT 120 

PfcIVIcf I 

^hRr', ^ BH TP% P7 f^WlRd t I 

*1M cj>t ^ P>Rui ^ tfldl Iclkj pf^ TH piH ^ '^Icll 

BTifeEJ eg® 4lS1 PBH cE^ 'H4>dl $ I 

^friBiRigp ^ ^ wm iM^ ^r ifirr-Tra^ PHRt ^ wfr-Ti«i^ 

p^ p^ R'ffriRd ci^t pmft t I 


(v) ^ 1% BTT ^ p^ appRi ^ t I anpRi ?ti pR t gnem 

ch'JHT dif^k; I 

(vi) BP^ pej R»!IPT tietp?? e ^ t - B^t ttpitp pp tjtct gap t - bp 
pptPdiafr p5t PTPt ^ pRr PrgrRPPyr ^ afR 3 ?p ?if ^ppbJp ^ pifiPdiaff p? 
RtjR t I 


(vii) (ce) iRT3iT^#kiiT^ pRr RrPi'J'Ji pRptaiPT R aippp ep | 

(?Sl) BP^ vJP^ <p1^ PPPP^RP P^ ^ I 
(viii) ap^aii'til ^ p^ ’tpi cp^ ^ fePj tpfrt $ i 

(ix) (P?) -ppR P^ afk PcPei Bnp»M ^ i ^ ^ ppRiei pbt ^ i 

t a?P ^ appRr p^t tipj^ ? ? 

(^) RpRJnft HTPd ^ P?iTP PiRiRpp. ^ppd -^r cR ttp^ aifli^ cPP 

I 

(p) 3?R ipiR ^i ^Ipp^ p5t ePPcT afR aifSlpj ^ 1 
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III—•qr’g 4]MOT Trim : aromiCT 

(x) «iT3i giTcTFr cirTO yrw ^ t i ^ Tr% ^i?r ^ ^ 3 ?^ ^ 

10 ilK^ Btcfl $ I 

(xi) yidvjp^ ^r ^ ^ ? ^ ^ratosfr 

^ 3TT*t ^ 'Hcfj^ ft I 

(xii) (^) ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ WTM ^ ^ I 

(??l) II? c?^4) «l*ll '<^*11 — §'Hchl r^diJ f^^l vilHiOl 1 

(^) 'jR H5t^cM> ■^TfflSiH cfJ'f^I ^ vjIicII ■&, ?ra ?*! 2 

$ I 

(xiii) ■’Rfift Picb^'fT 100 ^ ^ aicffgr cir# tj<u 'qf^ofri't 1 

(xiv) g^T^ssR ^ ^ ci^ ^icimici ^ ^ f^ w t 1 ^ 

yM ^ c^ 7?T t I 

(xv) ^ yM apmi^ gjidR ^sJ-7 ^ ^ yr^ ai^fy ^??f1^i?T 1 1 
y? Icb'tTl ^55?tycT <yii c^ f^ v5mcH<ki $ 1 

(i) - ^^lyc yi^ 1?^ yyyy^ t 1 ^ f^rcp^nr ^ y^^ 

(ii) ^ 'tii^jQcb' wm ail^rw t l c^ ?y ^ yl^yf^ ^ 

■yy>^ % I ?^RT^iy yj? ■yyHTT 1 

(iii) Pi4>iSur 3 ri ora ^ ^ 1 ^ yt4\ sral^ yy> f^wifJd ^ 

f I c^w yi^r 3iy^ ^1 yidiyra sny y^ ^ ^aiyy^fnj^ ^ ^ 1 

gf^yd gfty^ 

yi? «fN Rcfirti ^i ■^i ?y f^Jyj ^—1 ^ sTf^Hi-iai ^ ^ I 
>tcy<?ngd ($T^yi) f^r^^ -s 

(i) yyyt f^ddry^tr^ft ^ ^ ^i f^iy?^ ^ ^ ygyyr t 1 

(ii) wit y^wy ■gtesit ^ yRy#y y^i fsir ^ 1 ?y yyt gycny y^^ ? 

(iii) yiyyi %T-^Ty^ yyrit y^ yyif^ y^^ - afr? y? '>t) yiy^ y?^ y5t ai^ray 

y'lsi') yi<^ ytcff ^ fdv{ I 

dPTHyr^ f^y ^ (ctli^y^4t) 

(i) feite ^ t I 

(ii) ^ yRyWdi ?w ^ ^ ^ yytyyTsit ^ wr) wyr yif^y yr 1 ary 

toy-f^tRt yR% yy yyr 3T8t ^ ? 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part 1 II~Sec. 4 | 


(i) ^ felte t I 

(ii) ^ WRT f I ^ ^ ^ f^'Wirjcl ^ ^ I ^ ^(P’Tf^ ^^'"11 

t %T ^ ^ ^ t I 

(iii) CHTT^ Tfi Tjpft tR 3THT 3fl7 TJc^JfTfl ^ 3[f?lRiJrl | 

21? iJIdliJId ^ ^ ^ TT^E^TT I 40 TjRWcT 

gfe ^ ^ giW ^ I 

gfeqr t22 R 3ttq7 iprg 

2|112IT ?hR 31^^ ^ Weil^ ^ I aiil<Wiatr ^ ^ 2TOf|?T ^ ^ ' 

a<ij#ri)an# 

(i) ?^t aft^ 13 cT2E ^Ttfe WT 2j?t ancR^r^EW t I 

(ii) ^ ^ ^ifciwS TTif|T;i I 

(iii) S3*¥f Micfl ^ ^I'Fltii'Jl ‘E'i*) ^ — tEMi) f^cidr^PiFP'iiil "^r wiRd 'U?( ce^ i 




f^wi^,i999 ^ 18 yfcmcT ^f5t gfe |t «5t I ?cT^ viT^ 2f?fr ? €r>M cTFrd ceji 

^5^ ^ ^>RtVR ^<fMI Tflf^ I c|5Hill ?H ^ ^)5r ^ I 


<y(*1WJg<E >tiE< 

(i) Ri^ui ^ tR uTfpJ ^ I ^ ar^teiT ce^ ^ 

ifldt ^ ^riTR eHTTli I 


(ii) 2 Tg^ ^r?e ^ ^ «f«J ^ ^ ^ i 

(iii) ^ ^ u^wd yrWr/^ifr c^ hteuh ^ ^ fcEm vJn?TT t i 

21? f^f^Td afk arfciRw %r ^ ?2T ^ t i ^ ^ ce^ I 

(iv) 21? <»>«( d«E 'dwf^d f^j 2 n <JtRdl I cWl 21? RTRR ^ aRl^ elMld ^ d'^d Rb^i vjll^ 
cT^ ? 


^?IcT ^ ^ ^Tfd dST WiTi % I 2j? ;^l?r ^ tr ^pit ^ 

%it ^ y>iTRcr i 



[WTlll—•qrqg4] 


MTcn ^ ; araraiTW 


13 


! 4 iliSiU 




(i) ^ ellMd 139 c^'it'g I W 220 "Of ^ ? 

(ii) 3FR ‘iH' “^T^' '*¥r ^l^-^?cTT ^ I 

(iii) ^ y^idul ^ MTfq ^ | 3ri^ ^ t I 

(iv) ^ 20 ’fjft ^ ^ dHcbfld Wl^St ^ 

(v) 3)fc)R<W <llcll*IIC1 3|R 3TTO ^ dW ^ d^ MHT OtII | 

(vi) -m^ ^ y'HiRd ^ ^ ^ - ttft ci^ 

^ ai^teiT ^773^ ^ ^ Timr^/'^sRfcT ^ i 


^pft-Ti^ W7t amr list cTcp tfrci ^ ■»% ailriRctd «ft3r ^ i 

50 3r=7r y^ftJfcTrat ^ ^ ^ t tiwt t I 


^TM anj 

Tll^t 7r«J ^ 7T^% tM ^ ^ TWg y^TR ^ y>TlRcT cP^ I SRldT (^"ofcT ^ uTI^ I 


8.1 'H^«W '^dc|l4 ^ ^VtFT ^ Pi*dl^tlR 3i(riR<Jtf uTPTcpRt ^ '^Wld f^TJJ 

^fRJT «IT :— 


(i) Piti^Rd ^nrsi dT<Tcr-RifeiRui «ft7T afR l 

(ii) MRil'l'Jl'II ^ otiqpKidI ^ 'H«iRld R'nfcl 7M0(i cp^ ^ MR^llddl 't4)'^Rl' ■^I 
XlflfRld ^TTTT^OT I 

(iii) yRji^ddi ^ oUci^i4di wif^m cfj iiidwin sfR 3 tfj 4^ ^ «fR 

#^Hfl7T I 

(iv) MR4)ddl c^ dNpfr WT ^ Tltft ^ ^TRltSfcT ^ifRT I 

(v) ^ ^ TTcft c^ ^t ^ cf?r d7U|*lcd ^7^ cj5t WOW 07 feVfT | 

(vi) ^ OTJcOfj ^ 707J 0?4) 4t RdRld f4>0 oO% 00^ ^ 80 p 0017 7i)0 ^ ?7T 

0^ OOP? 770^ ^fl7 4odl TOOOT ^ W^t 70001 ipT^ c^ TfR f^'0'4) I 

(vii) ^ 010^ 'oRTioRr o5t oRom (afR apo tto^ 07 RVit i 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III —Sec. 4] 


8.2 ^ 11 h|. 2000 ^ ^ ^ TI-l/l/99-HFm ^ 

20 H^,2000 ^ W V-1 /I /99-erFTcT ^TKT aft^ ^ vilHcblll ITf^cT q5t % \ 

9. ^qy ^ ^kiq cj> if afK -^qq czift 

^ 3I1EIN q? PinfeiRyti f^cr% t :- 

(i) ilRqlvjHT q5t ^ ^ (TStauf^) ^ f^qR q5t q^ f^^Hr 

ff^RT t f^ ^ all? q4 q5l aiq?rT 2001-2002 Hq^ 

3,4 firfcrqq uq q?T ^ I feuio?l f^iq^W ^ q^rm 23.41 ?jqq q5l aff^Rqq 

anq ycll^qipid qRc^l t I q«ITf^, 3?^ eTRT qq 1 1 

^t>M ^ ^qljqiqt qidiqid ai^iqi anq q5l qsl^ ?f^RT q^ q5l q| t I ??l 
qrlSlqR’q ^ qw qq^nq aqq Rj'hI ^ ^ arqjq ^ tflwli^l g7?T qq 

>iql^qH ^ an^ f^qerq«T qq anqi? qiqr qnm # i 

q c^qd anq q>n| ?q^ %, qf^ q^ q^ ^ qjfSicT ^^iq ^ 

YRiRq qiPfl q]^ ^ t I ??iqq ai4 q? t fcR TIHR dldiqid ^ f^ aifriRqd 
(Tjqfl) qjq qqi t I 

(ii) ^ gqlqdiafr^q?qqoqqqfc}R[Ttfef^qqTTqq4^^^8TqqqFfrPlcbiSqq? 
Riq ^ qpq qqtqqiait q? <A4l cfqr^ qq aqsiq feUj f^qj ?qq qqq ski fcbqi 

qnw I qTR Rmi ^ ?q-f^q^fm Tiqq^ q^ q^ aiq% q^fiqqiait ^ qqicHiqTcp 

afl? Tjqfr ^ ?nq^ q^ ^?^^l ^ i qr^ f^Whqq? ?i^ cqqq q^ 

TTlfifef c8?^ q5l 31^ q^qr qfirq ^ ^T, viq wqlqdiajt '^1 ??T ^ qM 

qR^ q5l anqiT q5l qn?ll % \ ??rf^, qjt qq'lqqiafr ^ elPTcT qR^ q?r 
ai^qf^ ^qr ^qgqti $ i tJttt Pihcwi aq^ qran q?q H'wiRd c^4l q5l 

qtfqqr q^ qf$q q^qSI qiqi afk qqrf^ aq^ qi^ qqWqait ^ t i 

(iii) (q?) qtid qr U'kiw f^iqqW q»l eiMia q?r qi^—?iq^ afl? qlcT—'d«i<fi <Pi4‘q<7iiM'i 

^ ^Iq iq^ ^ qiafl aqq ^ anEn? q? f^qif^d ^?qT ^ i qnqq ^i, iRqrq 
Niesy^, qqq ^$q?qafr. qiqfcif^ all? qcj f?lRR q? 32 qfcRiq ^ WHif^d 
q>yqi ^ | 

qqtqqr aiq^ f^qi? ^ ?i4?qq^ ^ qqql^—y??qq ct>i4tpdiM ^ ??f qtsi 
qq qud qR% 4l^q q^ qqiqi aqqqr, q^det Mid, afr <i(9a ^iqq 
qq^nERTT ^ y^Ki drH'qWl ^ ??r ^ gq?qq qR^ q5l ai^ 

qV?l I f^qrq?q ^Fiq af^iai l^ricirq'4lRl4l ^ uldPiltioi qR ?^ 

^ ^ ^ to? qq ?iq4q tor t 1 qito?^ qvl qf^i^q 4lf^ 
to4iq qnqq q? qiqd qqq toiR? ^ qej ftoj ^ todq ^ w4ldq ^ 
fciq Tiqq ?l^ ^ ^iq I4dl? q>?dl ??T ^ 1 qrR qq elMld d'tdl 

gcftcto ?t 4? qtoarqi q^ toiqq q^ ?m to qn q1q-?to afr? 
wft-?to ^TEtouqt ^ q? toiW q5l gq qnqq (a?«rtq 8.24 4lq? 



[mnjii—4] 
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^) RwiRci cfj^ t I irfr, IT? <jfecb>i ^ ^ ^ 

3)'^'{*)M %, Rfcpfoy HTHTT ^ *llvjJ^<^l f^tcTK ^ ^RR R? 

3RtT-clI^ cf? TR?TT^ ^ ^ ^«Ttf^ ^ ^ A 

^ mRcI^^^I ?TTf^IH ^ 1 

m ^ ^Rt?tRi^ cRW ^ iftcT- ttht^ 

aflR cf)I<n~'H^ WT^ <^1^1 ^ 3TI«)f^c1 clay'll vJll'51 ^ ^T^ntrl 4t '^IR, 
^'HfeUi Rr^^iW ^ fc^ Rij Rr^ ^Rr Rfcr-^fi^ ^ (arr^O 
^«!r fWT WT ^^JcTTatf ^ ^?T«fRlcT WTcT-^ ^ ^ 3n«fft?T 

^ aRlW S^*?! I cIRiR, HIHei ^ ci't^d Roiii J|i|| oifti «(ga 

3TRf^ % iTwRt^ ^iRcT ^ ^ ^ ^ fcTT? 

tar ^RcTT t I 

(r) Rf^—' h«i«s y'»iTRr R[5 t ^ ^ ^tfRicr cpt iJ'Hi ^fcct>Vi 

iT'd^id^i antrRr cRr ^ ^ ^tRrt Rp wft-y^-WH ^ Mt 

3T»TR if wft”Rc1lR|cbl^ ^ ^iRIcT ^ ^ RI?T ^ Rp# fW] cR Rlc^d 
cIRif ^ aRffJTT ^ ^ 'Mcp'^t 1 

(^ A Rl?tf cTCfT ^ Ricpi^ui cpfJ skt Rpi^ RTj ^cit areiRr ^afr# 

ine ^ ^ "ffo III ^ IV. ^^WcTT Rf^f (I afR II), ^ ^ afR ^o VII 
y^'KI'l RP^ RT? CM'^K ^ RrhSr eTPTcT cRf ^ Rr ei4) eTP]^ 

^ f%^TT % I ctenRr, y4l<wiatf % 8,24 ^ arRrsp ^pRJct 

cPT^ ^Ttffr ^ c|>) cJcfld ■^f ^ I W, MtI^ ^ ■?!? cTcR 

gq flrgm t R? M gR^rr gR^ ^ ^ fc?{ ^ dm ^PT ^ Fff 
«iM tR c?jH RdT Rrt ^ ^3TR^ m dig ^ ^ dg^TR w apif 
^ ^ ^ RP^tt dTW I RtcT-d^ ym yfrarr^ ^ tj^p y? 
dMI'sJ dT^ 3fR 'M^ld ^ ^ ’1<TI 3ll<JIH dig cpdTT ygdP (ii^ dt 

vjiRd ^f ■^dr 1 

(^) ^ Rl?fr ^ aiRryj dd^ yg^ gRfciM’i^> ydRf ^ Rttj, htih aPT^ and^ 

mpq if ^ ^ yftan^ ^ if ym ^ydiaff, ywR^d aft? 

y4 Rpdy c^ Rry v:5ygcw j>fu)lsi<d ^ dr m dig ygdP ^ ^ 
^flRvTcpw y^ Rriiy yd dcpcn % i Rfcft ^ u?f3n7^ cR 'Hy'4 if 44 4“Tl«i*fi 
m ^ dig yRdT 5d mRf if yytoait irid yRr yr? ■^ryc' yy 4t 
eqn dsfyr i 

(y) yrpf 4 d4f ytRr yy ^ 441 ^ dydy dig yRif yy n'wiy Rpyr ^ i 
y? 441 fww4 y^, d?T yydsr ^lyc 8,24 41c>! 4 dy yy aiRf 4)4 yldf 
yy y^ dyi4 dpyff i g[4>, 8.24 ylc'i 4 aiRld ^rys yjf^y yR4 qi4 mIci 
R)41 yw if ^ fww4 ycit yy y^ ^sf4 di ?dfePi ydy yy y? 
ypfyry ^ ^ i 
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( 0 ) ^ ^ ^ cf>^, ^ TTtcI 

3nT/Hl^ vJdN^ ^ UdleH. ^ Wl t I HIH^ ^ 

^ ^ RR|oc ^ ^ ^raVl cP? 

^ ^ ^ ^ TJ?T ^ ^ ^ ai^ten ^ ^ t 1 dc^^'HK. 

m ^ ’ft ^ 1^ cj>i<jdi ^ ^t3fp?ft w Hi 3fi7 
IV 3lk (cb^d>t) ^ VII an^ ^ %ft ii w;t ^ 

ddi^ vjfrft PitifRd ^ 'JiicTi $ I 

(iv) (^) ^ 11 ^ 10.7 ifte^ c^ ttr^T ^ uNyH 

f^?imcT arjwf ^ aif^rarS t ^ hrct 

^ ^ ^ viniT^ I 

^ddl4 ^ ^t^ ^ ^ ^ ^tTM ^ 

4^3 A 'dMel*l IRC a|R Plcfrifoi tjf^fflUHT ^ ^ W 

^ ^ ciRm 1^ 4taM cifJf'dd ^ uiltctdiatr ^ 

^rmn ^ ^ vjnii’lt i €t<M ^ ^ wra^ ^ %. ^fw 

i?TOii^<flvi'ici ^ aimRi ^ <6'^ ^iV’^i * 1 ^ ^ I iiei dtp ai’R ^i4t ■gi^'C 
>3^ra«lcTf ^ WT^ ^ ddd«l<^dl t. ^ cl5t 3TmT ^ cj?r 

^ ^ff^, ^ Tftw ij^anMw ^ ^ ^ 

^ anwRTT ^ t I 

(^ an^r ^ w t uilteTJT SM ai^itifei ^ ^ tjfi 

aRi ^ sm M^iifcfd ^ fim ^ ^?ra>?n i ^ ^ ^’imr ^ 
^ ^t<St^ ^ ^iw wn^^ftT?iTcT yft ^ TR ^ I 

'ftvj'MkJ lf?f3fT^<ftyi([^ yft ’TR yi cfr ■'fty^ ^ M'WN 

ami yiittwi ■^t arwji^cid ^ wi aimr ^^tr uilSi^-iui sm 

T^fTiTT ^ yRdfctd tor yfi ^fraRT % I 

^ftywj yroil^'tftv'V'tTl cJ>T TfH ^qd viiHctJ cPf^lcrl HeW'l ’TJ 

cp^d-il ^ t I enfdd an^ yi^ dSMf hr^ A ’ft 

vm ^jcfty^Ry ydy =?mi yft ^ yR ^ PiyBid ^ 
Wif^ ■^pft yfcT—'M«i«fi ffyp^r y^ cipj^ yR^ yy f^P’fy f^Ri yyi 1^, 
^'dfeivj y? ^4t cRiyR 'ftvj'Hvj y^ianf^jftyyef ^ ^ hr ^ y>rf yRy^fy 

y#t tar ynyyi i 

(v) ^Mt^t ^ ’fl^ y^ y5t uRl!<iddi c^ ^ yw dyr^ yy y^diy tor t i 

ot4t yy viy^sfy yRyt^Ri ^ hiki f^v* yy ^ytyr ^ ?fi£R ^.Id^ 
Plifilyl ^ m ^ ^ yRdT t, ^ ^ yy> gyy? aiPkidi ^pbrt vjM^yd 

t, cnf^ ^jRyi yTy#-^ydH y5t arj^ ^ ^iy’^ ^ yft yryi yft ^ey ypRi 




[HFT III—7^11^4] 


'Twr ^ Tnm: •srarNicoi 


Wc? ^ I ^ ^ wmr it umpit i 

c2m ^ 3Rf ytllcjT^ ^^FTcT ^1 f^cTIR sfR ^ cf^T wtrfSr?T it 

^ ^'ff <^<5) tpj ^tHcfd' 'd'HIkl ^ 'jfnpTT sflR ^'ii^ MRuii'H'Mtny 

aifrif^ %r f^rtcrmr it i 

(vi) '^<4pb f^Mu) Mf^eiluTdr ^ 3r>% cTc^ ■y?R ^ gicTTilTcT t4 ? ^THig ^ 

3ik ygigdi ctfit »Tf^ ^TTciigiti xfrar ^ ^ gft 3n?TT g^^ t I ^ 
^.gicngi^T ^ aif^gfi sir ^ ^ g5t gFT#-<M^Tipfr c^ f^TirfuRT utht 

^enf^ 1 ^ ^Tcf^ 3iTg gfhf ^ gi^ Tirg c^ ^ g^ ^ 

gY ^ gngfSp^'‘wflEfg f^gi giHi agg^gg? ^ i y^cg^l ^ wtrt ^fRtiEFt ^ 
grf^i^Tur gm gt-g^itg ^ MRri w ^ i ^ g^cg> ^ 

^Tf4t 'HHi’g 'Hvi'itM ^ ^TW S'H <rl4) ^ 'Hvfitu g? f^tgv gs^gi Bg^g^r pldi. ciif^ 
grFf x3f^ gfk f^#g 3?sJijDt uitit it %qT gg ^ i 

^Rgd.^am ijgt^gT^ grawd ^ grgr gtgr g>g gucft t cfr ^ tidif 1^t gg 
^gg^cfr i i m gg^ gr^ ^ ^ g^ ^ gn ^ grgTg?t 

^?gggg ^ gpej wfrferg g5t ggipft i 

(vii) gfR % f^ggfcff^gg gtigg^r g? f^gi< g^y^ §g 1988.68 gg^g ^ggxj gSt gTf5g> ggigpi 

gggcT gg fiww ggggr i .— 

(^) oggf gf ^ g? Tjg¥r cmm ^ 3 gf^id g^t gg g? arra (eeo cgsr ^) i 
(^ 6 gfcRid life ^ ww 3.6 uf^^id gfcfg^ g^t gg g? ^ 

g^ (888,58 og^ ggg) | 

(g) 1 g^RTd g?f gg gY gfffegg gggg (200 cTm wj) 1 

(q) 1 gf^id g?r gg gg ijggfm {220 cim ggg) 1 

^3g^igd(^) ^ ggq ^ 

gtg g^t ?gf ^ aiggR, 13^ ^ 7 gx^ ^ aigf^ g> grg 4 i ai^ if^ g ? 
gig^-argr g?f ggxpft 1 ^ 3ig^ gRg>cid ^ gpg afk afgpf^g^ ggg g5t 

gig^—3igT?gft ^ HRf^gr f%f^ g^t cggn ^ 3 yfci^icT ^ g^ggg oft 

t I ^ xgftggigit ft ^sng fftgr t gft aigf^ it gi^rg g^ «ggr 
gqgg? gv fftgR g^ft fg gft gggg^ ^ afk gft aigllr ^ gig gtg gft 
grg^ft—grgjgftt ^ gR^^g fftfft ^ ftt fftgrg ft form gg gg^g ^ 1 ?g ^sng 
ft 3 ig?g?T ftft §g ggp ft ?fftd t sdR gft ggRft-aigggft ^ 
ffiftSicT fftfft g# gft ggcft ft tft ggg ft gftggr, ftr g?ft gig gft ft for? ?g 
gg gftg g^ft ft, ^ gfft gft grgftt-gigggft ft ^ ftt siggH gftt 

mftft, ^ 7ft gft ft 27ft gftt ggj ?g ^fftg ft yftggr gft arfftfftgg ftsr giH g>gg 


1689 0^2000—3 
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^tnr I wi ^ ^ ^ cpr ^ ^ 

^FT#-«I^Fr>fr ^ cll'Wf^ch WNI tR 6ITH ^ ISiilcKliait f^dRd 

% I 

tR ^ 3IN7 TJ^ff^HlPfcT W ^ 3R^d IJTW ^ 

^'Hijlrlili c[?r 3raf^ ^KFI C^ ^ ^ Weft t I 

^TRT^ ^ ’ft, cT^^GR ’p 71% ^ WRft--3I<^|iJ^ft XR TUcf-^ cf5t clft 

(ft41 eft ^ xrei ^ Tff t I XJIft HcF muicJIdl W TNu t, XT^ WTcInlf 
ai«ifcT ^txM ^ I erft, ^txM ^ Hiilcfdi ^ ww efft 

W^ cIIFft t 1 ■*!? X3%eT Ti^T ^ ^ HHT W TWcTT ^ % yijlcldksfr ^ %HFT TPJ^ 
^ 7TRT ^ ^ ^ ’ft ^ Ttxrrr | ^ ^ tRFT ^ WlcWiaff ^ ^ ^ 

71% ^ 7iyd<l> ^ %XI W?it ^IRlf^r ^ TRcT ^ ^l?t 3%^ ^ ^filT 

vJoidl t I ?7T XT%IW ^f XR XRFT W (J%cbtu| vj%cT XIFH W t I 

cRTlf^r, XRRf ^ «II3T a^R HR^t xi?f7T c^ HRT^ *^7^7 f^eRX^T ^ 7RTFI W 

ai^HMd %?n ^ I sZIRiT 3fl7 HR^ xi?t7T TfCX^I 71% ^ TRTIXeT ^ ^ ^ 
XR ^ t ?7I%Xt ^ 7m ^ TIRI WT ^ WcTT t I 71% ^ 

WRft-afmxfr %xx 3RKPT ^ 7?m t, 7m%^ ^ ^ %t wi ^ xhicr t i 
?7TW 3I«f ZI? ^telT t % yiTf^rcF ^ yqfcfdT XR^ ^ tf yzhctdl ^ift ^1 
3rf^ ^ ^ ^7dT% I ?7T %HxTf^ ^ ^ ^ %l? ^ ^ift 3%^ c^ 

^ ^ oqzi w f^l^lfTxiT f^PlHAl ^ XR %qT W ^ 3ff7TcT ^I%F 
^Cxrr-7^|«Rf ^ f^cbld'f ^f> %Xt ^ m c}^ ®RTqT W $ I 
^fTIel ^fPT-TtrEFI ^X3cfT 1,328.93 WTsT Wj ^ f | tr^ ^ ^ tT^ 
1,548.58 cTRsT TW? ttFTT $ j 

X3XT^<RI (13) ^ TiW A %lf^ 

XRH ^ ^^IR XTX? ^rf^ ydldd W^TeT 3TgHFTt ’HKcftil ^ gWTT ^f 
XJTfXTpft ^RT cjft 5 yfrRRT ^if^ ^ ^IlHfel t I ^ ^ xftD-TRl^ Xr»TRt 

t, f?t% 3n%cf?r x^cddRld fW Well t I ?7I%X7, vjUMI-ft ^ ^ %# 

^ 3Flflc»fl WeR efft TTHlf^ ^ XR ^ f^^iR fc^ XiTHT BtnT j ?XR^ 
3rfrr%ItT, ^ 7T% c}5t WRft-3imxft TTKT ^ ^ m ^ WW ^Vft, XR^ ^71^ 
3RKH ^, Xlfr ddl^ltH Tjof^d cRRTT WW f^rfxfd WW ^ I fTT 3lftm 

TiwxT XR 3li^ ^^IRT xft XJnxTFft xf ^ cA Ijfcfxjf^ ^%TT | ?7I^ 3[R l R(!ld , 
^ef-7 (X^fr XT?^ ^TXfe Wefr ^t XXcP t) %X7 TftXRR TRI3ITf#X[Xx^^ x^ ^fxM ^ 
TTijf^d 3fxm^e ^XTcTEI xfl WIFft ^ xjoTI ^ ^ %XI ^ 

^ xftx^ ?txTT 1 $'d%7, ^]%F ytirwi cTFTeT XJTiqi-f1 iRf cjft ^ %Xx feiRft 

■ETCc}? TR ^ fVW fcfW W7TT % I 




[Hiniii—'qpi?43 


HTOT ■SRI xrsm ; sraranT’t 
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wte (n) ^ WT ^ 

cjcftcfjTFf tR era t 3?^? ^ aig^m pRf?^ 

?nfJic^ ^cTT ^ I cp»?i ^ itm ^ i ^ ^ t 

^ ySt ^ ^ yRy^ ^ w ^ i ^ y53 

aifcff^^{5t ^ f^?twr ^ tt| 

t I visitor y? ^an^ ^ ^r ^ army wr f^ysfur t 
aifcif^ 315^5?^ cTFRj yf^^frayr ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3if?8ffiy y5t ai^terr ^ i" y^ ^ aigy^tf 

arj^BFT ^ yf^ ctwt 2.2 wi ?^^^ra yyiy ^ yw 

w I ^ ^ anyfSfcp wj ^ wfjfer ynyr %, y^ yM yy^ yr^ 

argyy ^ aneiR y^ ^ ^yy ai^yn ^ wi apr^ wtm ^ 1^ 

^ ^ t I yefyiy yR^^ ai^^m ^ ^ wtc^ y>r tora 

yncTT t I 

(bt) ^ J f Mcf 

^ y[c^<y t Pfcbi^i yy yny 100 yifl Tsiras? ^ yy 
ar^yry ^ afly df^j'HK 1 yfcRM y?f yy yR ^ijpyFRT yyiRci f^yy ynyr ^ 1 'H*iy 
^r PRcT-^R^ ^ yy y?rf^ |y ^ tor t ^ ^Rymiy y^ 

^ai^yray y ^y^ y^ arar y^ yxTyt ^ vJTTcTT t 

y| yrpff y? "^yny m ^ ar^yieR y5t yy^ yicft %3gy7 ^ ^ 

^pm. 'jjfr^ra eTiycT ^ 1 yf!mcr y5t yR y? yyif^y y>t aigyt^ 
ypT^ ^ yn^ % i 

vjy'iVckT ^ c^ OTEiN y?, TRfif^ yif^^ yyray yyyy 1548.93 yyer w? tseft 1 1 
amt aj^nnl ^ y^ffyprt ^ f^ ariyi^ c^ aiyyHT ywif^ % i yif^ys 

yyray erryy ^ yyit^ y^ft yy? fVy'M) arj^ ^ wr ^Fpy ^ I 

yrFf ^ y?^ ^yycT f^y^ y^-^s ^^y^^y yrerr yyM t 1 y? y? 
wfiER yy y?yTy y^ t, f^#fy ^ ^4y>yny t f^Rgy ynycT-MTR 

y?^ y^ ^ y^ tor 1 yicyyto ym^ “^f^yy^ any' afk ynyy' 

^sycT t I efTy?r 1543,93 efnsr w; ^ ^f^yy^ any '^' t i 

<^f^y>i'?l diyd 'tind ydt c^ feiy ytcT—Riy^ yyi'ft ^ ♦ff'^yi any yqnyR y^^ y^ 
yfpft % 1 

(viii) yrpi % ^ryf&cT y«J ^ tfry-^fty^ ^ny m ^yt-jnR y^ 2000--01 ^ 2224.49 cTR? 

■yyy a^R 2001-02 ^ 2283,67 ymg wj eryiyr ^ i y? yryr yyr ^ yrR 

^ yq any ^ ijyfgyry ynsi^ t i ?y ^ y^ ato any 2254,08 
HRg wi ^ t I 
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cZHI TJJI 3TW 1548. 

93 dl'81 ^ I ^'Mcpl 3^ ^ ^ 3lk of^ Tf 311^ 4'lcil 

W?t cf^r 68.72 lafcRRI ^r?P1T 31|c|!jqc8 % ) 

(ix) Tltrr-^?!^ WRt elWT 68 wf^ld ^ ^ yiilcR||3lt R «f|c1 ifrsf t 1 

cT«nf^t, 7IF ^ Tm t, cHtrfcfJ wr ^ Tf^vini ^ ^ Tm 

iJIdiyid ^ 3fHI ^ 3T»% cEfJ cTRdf^^ ^ 3Tf1[ f | ^ cfcp 

illdlillcl c^ 9ltd(^<15cl( «Fr^, 5'dfdl’ ^ rRi TfR ^ 3lMdl "'Huf^d 

WfecT f^ ^ ^4Fm ^ '»:nT Ynl^d 3iqEm c8^ ^ 1 

yNf^r^ arafe A, ttIh dwr 4.o W[ c^rq ^ f^rtn 1 WcTt 

t. ^ ^Rm cRTd CR dWT 26 yfilvief ^ t I 

Mrld ■gm ^5f ^ cR^l ^ ti^ld ^2^ tr 3IT^ ^ ^ RTd gTo^t 

Tlftl tlH^ed ^flrf—tldcg yHRt c^ 50 UfdSfld rfcF ufc[*l1^ ^ RT dcpcH ^ I 

(x) gfPI % ^IFm T7c8 HFT ^ ^R^ ^ 3I^CT ^ IST^mrl cZRWT pTttf^^ 

(M<!t ^ Tdd R ■»Tr?t «fr?f ^ I ^anf^i, it? f^ rtt 

vjMlil % I TrR gNi tlldNld cj?r '^clI^HlPld ETST WW R T? «fl?T cRf ^ 
^HTgdT ^ I ^ W t, TrH Hlfr l^cR^R ^ 

^=Ro^ 1T^ arfcTf^cW ■vjf^T cR cTT^TJ^ ^ ^RntPl cR^ c^ 3T(rlRtfc1 -tM 

^ ^STR^r ^ Ttg4 itm-TRIif OTRt ^ 13TgcR cR TH RPX 

TTiTTgrrait cr gen rtt trrit t i 

(xi) gfR ^ gg? Tjeicp cFSiRM 3fr? m^ wrgR (ardf^ 

^r) #T WR RTT^ ^ SITg c5t ?TT ^ ^1 3icff^ nR^ ST^STT 

Rlc^t # I ^RgT gRR?f~3rgTT*ft c^ ^SR> f^^Tg ^ T? gR^ 

^ gRT^ f% ^ ^ g?r grP^ ^ ^ ^ 3M cR 

yilVi yf^ld ygivjidi ^ fcFgT RTen % \ 

(xii) aid^Ttf^ ^ gi^Rn ^ ^gdr ?TTf^R ^nKr i g? hfrtt 

^ 1% gRfjqf^iit c{5t 'HHii'rai^ gtR srI^ 3?!^ t, sfR ggicffn dtR 
^^gdT ^ 'HRIMd gTg 1% ?TT ^gf^ cR HTH IKTR^ 1 ^ gg 

>gldd g)t $, tf|iT|(?t gRT ?Tf g^W 'WEff Rt?|4I StTET c|?f 3lRlf cRdT 'dfdcl 

^ I ^ gRT«T RTH gidlifid g?r HRTT ^ ^ i^RER 

dTH g? TKT vraigR I cj5t 3R1^ c^ gR gep gR Rg ^ WRI 

^ RT^ cRl fn ^ Sraidd RFTd gcRiTH ^ 3RTgTd Rfld) 

HH^eq cbl^cpd'Nl RT sfR ^ cRlJipRTgt c^ 

RT^ g?JoR ?nfffR cj5t RET^ 1 





[MFTm—^P»g4] 
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10 . 


^ 31#^ m tol ^JUrTT t I 

(i) 4teM~-||l, IV, ^-1, ^ II, ^ ^ 3fk 

^ 7) ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^rri];^ ^ 

^ 60 y^RTcT ^ w ’TT^I ^ TWlf^ cf5t ^JTn?^ I 

(ii) »n^ PraiiJwT ^ yg?^ ^ ^ ^ afr? ^ 'Hftrj 

wtiER ^ ■?n«T wi'ien y? to? ynw i 

(iii) Wff 'frr^t Pi^iH ^ sny sfr? m yy ijiyy? im ?W i 


11 . ^ W^tSTRT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

yy oTicTT % I 


12. 5Sff ay^ ^1 yy f>ty'RRcT ^ ^ 3n^ ^ yyy^H ySt cTiff^ ^ cfR7 

y5t wnPfT yry yynJr M i 


y^o 'iR^, 

[fyfm/III/IV/143/2000/3TOTo ] 


3 f^ 


cTpm 


3R ^ 

f^<i|'{*'l 


(0 

afJ^ grf^ ^5R^ 
pff^i®e - 'g>' ^ apicffgR 

132,892,744 


^ crm ^ 1 wfcm^T y7t ^ 

22,000,000 


<gd ylPi<}> H*ileH dl^cl 

154,892,744 
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^ 'MI^I f^\J ?t|EH ^ 


WR 

TO 



RFf#- 

(2-3) 

2.3% 

4 iiiNt 

1.20% 

7^ 

dlMd/ «tM 

100 ^ = 
41.92 (WI) 

dl^l<JI 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(6) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

(9) 




tR 

■iET 



IPT 


1 

31.033X30 

6,367.348,741 

0 

5.367,348,741 

0 

M,408,ie6 

X408,ie6 

26,000,011 

2 

20.063300 

5,367,348,741 

0 

6,367,348,741 

61,724,511 

0 

61,724,511 

25,874,916 

3 

20 12.2000 

6,367,348,741 

0 

6,367,348,741 

61,724,611 

X.408,185 

126,132,695 

62,874,826 

4 

20.06 2001 

5,367,348,741 

0 

6,367,348,741 

61,724,511 

0 

61,724,511 

25,874,916 

6 

20.12.2001 

5,367,348,741 

0 

5,367,348.741 

61,724,611 

M,40e,185 

126,132,605 

52,874,826 

6 

20.062002 

6,367,348,741 

0 

6,367,348,741 

61,724,611 

0 

61,724,511 

25,874,915 

7 

20.12.2002 

6.367,348.741 

0 

6,367,348,741 

61,724,511 

X408.166 

126,132.606 

62,874.826 

a 

20.06 2003 

5,367,348,741 

0 

6,367,348,741 

61,724,611 

0 

61,724,511 

26,874,915 

0 

20,123303 

5,367,348,741 

0 

6,367,348,741 

61,724,511 

X40e,185 

126.132,695 

52,874,026 

10 

20.063304 

6,367,348,741 

0 

5,367,348,741 

61,724,611 

0 

61,724,511 

25,874,915 

11 

20.12.2004 

6,367.348,741 

0 

6.367.348,741 

61,724.611 

X406.186 

126.132.696 

62.874,826 

12 

20,062006 

6,367,348,741 

0 

6,367,348,741 

61,724,611 

0 

61,724,611 

26,874,916 

13 

20,12,2006 

6.367,348,741 

0 

S.367,X8,741 

61,724,511 

M,408,185 

126,132,605 

52,874,826 

14 

20.063X36 

6,367,348,741 

0 

6,367,348,741 

61,724,611 

0 

61,724,511 

26,874,916 

16 

20.12.2006 

5.367,348.741 

0 

6,367,348,741 

61.724,511 

X,408,186 

126,132,606 

62,874,826 

16 

2006 2007 

6,367,348,741 

0 

6,367,348,741 

61,724,511 

0 

61,724,611 

26,874,916 

17 

33,123507 

6,367,348.741 

134,183,708 

5,233,166,065 

61,724.511 

62,707,980 

256,706,190 

108,440,639 

18 

20.062008 

6,233.166,033 

134,163,710 

6,008,081,314 

60,181,308 

0 

1X366,117 

81,477,867 

10 

20.12.2006 

5,008.981,314 

134.183.710 

4,064,707.605 

66.638,286 

50,677,671 

252,309,576 

105,005,902 

20 

20.06 2000 

4,064,797,606 

134,183,710 

4,830,613,876 

67,006,172 

0 

191,278,891 

80,1X111 

21 

20,12.2000 

4,830.613,876 

134,183.710 

4,606,430,167 

55,552060 

56,357,162 

246,002,X0 

103,162,161 

22 

20.06.2010 

4,606,430,167 

134,183,710 

4,662,246,438 

X,008,04r 

0 

1X182,666 

78,800,366 

23 

20.12.2010 

4,662.246,438 

134,183.710 

4.428.062.710 

62,466,8X 

63,136,763 

230,786,306 

100,618,410 

24 

20 06 2011 

4,428,062,710 

134,183,710 

4,293,870,000 

60,022,721 

0 

185,106,440 

77,606,620 

26 

20.123)11 

4.293.870,000 

134.183.710 

4,160,606,281 

40.370.600 

40,916,X3 

233,479,671 

07,074,678 

26 

20.063)12 

4,160,606,281 

134,183,710 

4,026,611,662 

47,836,496 

0 

182,020,216 

76,302,874 

27 

20.123312 

4,026,611.662 

134,183.719 

3,801,327.843 

46,203.363 

46,e85,0X 

227,173,036 

05^230.037 

28 

20.06 2013 

3,801,327,843 

134,183,710 

3,767,144,124 

44,760,270 

0 

178,033,089 

76,000,128 

20 

20.123313 

3,767,144,124 

134,183,710 

3,622,060,405 

43,207,157 

43,475,625 

220,066,401 

0^587,106 

30 

20.06 2014 

3,622,060,405 

134,183,710 

3,488,776,686 

41,664,046 

0 

176,M7,7X 

73,715,383 

31 

20.123314 

3,488,776.686 

134,183.719 

3,3X602067 

40,120,032 

40,266,116 

214,560,766 

89,X3,4X 

32 

2006.2016 

3,3«,60i967 

134,183,710 

3,220,400,248 

X677,810 

0 

172,761,538 

72,421,627 

33 

20.12.2016 

3,220.400.248 

134,183,710 

3,066,226,520 

37,0X706 

37,034,706 

208.253,132 

87,209,713 

34 

20.062016 

3,086,226,620 

134,183,710 

2,062,041,810 

35,401.504 

0 

160,676,313 

71,127,801 

36 

20.12.2016 

2.962,041.810 

1X183.710 

2,817,6M.001 

33.048,481 

33,814.207 

201.X6,407 

X666,or2 
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aR 

TO 



am#- 

tfPr 

(2-3) 

unm 

2.3% 

1.20% 

igcT wn- 
TflEpT 

100 ^ = 
41.B2 (^njn) 




(1) 

( 2 ) 

(3) 

(4) 

(6) 

(e) 

(r) 

(8) 

(») 







ipr 

iPr 

vail 

36 

20 06 2017 

2.817,850,091 

134,183.719 

2,683,674.372 

32,406.368 

0 

166,589,087 

69,834,146 

37 

20.12.2017 

2,603,674,372 

134,103,719 

2,549,400,653 

30,862,266 

30,593,888 

196,839,862 

82,012,320 

36 

20 06 2018 

2,549,490,663 

134,183,719 

2,415,306,934 

29,319,143 

0 

163,602,862 

68,540.400 

39 

20.12.2010 

2,416,306,934 

134,183,719 

2,281,123.215 ■ 

27,776,030 

27.373,479 

189,333,227 

79,368,489 

49 

20,06 2019 

2,281,123,216 

134.183,719 

2,146,939,496 

28,232,017 

0 

160,416,636 

67,248,664 

41 

20.12.2019 

2,146,939,496 

134,183,719 

2,012,756,777 

24,680,804 

24,153,069 

183,026,593 

76,724,748 

42 

20 06 2020 

2,012,756,777 

134,183,719 

1.870,672,050 

23,146,601 

0 

157,330,410 

65,962,900 

43 

20.12.2020 

1,078,672,060 

134,183,719 

1,744,308,339 

21,603,679 

20,932,660 

176,710,958 

74,081,006 

44 

2006 2021 

1,744,388.339 

134,183,719 

1,610,204.620 

20,060,468 

0 

164,244,186 

84,669,162 

45 

20.12.2021 

1,610,204,620 

134,103,719 

1,476,020,001 

18,617,363 

17,712,251 

170,413,323 

71,437,266 

46 

20 06 2022 

1,476,020,901 

134,183,719 

1,.341,837,102 

16,974,240 

0 

161,167,969 

63,386,417 

47 

20.12.2022 

1,341,837,102 

134,103,719 

1,207,653,463 

15,431,128 

14,401,842 

164,106.688 

60,793,524 

48 

20.06 2023 

1,207,663,463 

134,183,719 

1,073,469.744 

13.088,016 

0 

148.071,734 

62,071,871 

49 

20.12.2023 

1,073,469,744 

134.183,719 

939,286,025 

12,344902 

11.271,432 

167,800,053 

66,149,782 

60 

20 06 2024 

939,206,026 

134,183,710 

805,102,306 

10,801,789 

0 

144,986,508 

60,777,926 

61 

20.12J2024 

806,102,306 

134,183,719 

670,018,587 

0.260,677 

8,051,023 

151,403,419 

63,606,041 

62 

20 06 2025 

670,918,507 

134,183,719 

636,734,868 

7,715,684 

0 

141,899,283 

60,484,179 

53 

20.12.2026 

636,734,860 

134,103,710 

402,661,149 

6,172,461 

4,830,614 

146,186,704 

60,882,300 

54 

20 06 2026 

402,661,149 

134,103,710 

268,367,430 

4,629,338 

0 

138,813,087 

58,190.434 

65 

20.12JW26 

260,367,430 

134,183,719 

134,183,711 

3,006,226 

1,610,296 

138,880,149 

58,218.666 

56 

20 06 2027 

134,103,711 

134,183,711 

0 

1,543,113 

0 

135,726,824 

66,896,684 


<^<8 


6,367,348,741 


2,191,220,124 

1,169,347,328 

8,717,916,194 

3,664,560,468 


^ ^ ?fl«R (Wf) 3.664,660,468 

9^ ¥t ^^OTT 27.6 ^ 

yftM llW-TftfH oIPKT (^Wj) 132,092,744 

TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the I4th June, 2000 

No. TAMP/29/2000-TPT.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Sections 49 and 50 of the Major 
Port Trusts Act. 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby approves the proposal of the 
Tuticorin Port Trust (TPT) to impose a separate levy to recover the cost of Capital Dredging carried out by the 
Port, as in the Order appended hereto. 
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Case No. TAMP/29/2000-TPT 


The Tuticorin Port Trust (TPT) ... Applicant 


ORDER 

(Passed on this 2nd day of June 2000 ) 


This case relates to a proposal submitted by the Tuticorin Port 
Trust (TPT) to impose a separate levy on both cargo and vessel related 
charges to recover the cost of Capital Dredging carried out by the Port. 

2. The Tariff Authority for Major Ports vide Notification dated 23 
December 99 in case No.TAMP/9/99-TPT approved the revised rates for 
vessel-related charges and cargo-related charges at the TPT. The cost of 
capital dredging was not considered in that revision. But, an indication was 
given then that the TPT would subsequently propose a separate levy to cover 
the cost of the capital dredging. 

3. The TPT has stated that total capital cost of the dredging project 
is about Rs.220 crores which has been financed entirely by a yen currency loan 
from the OECF, Japan; and, the total annual operating cost of this facility is 
Rs. 19.88 crores. Owing to the dredging, the draft at the Berths VOC-III, 
VOC-IV, Coal Jetty^I and II, Oil jetty, and Container Berth has reportedly 
increased from 8.24 mtr. to 10.7 mtr. Considering the benefit of dredging 
being availed by the vessels and the cargo in the aforesaid berths, the TPT has 
proposed to recover the dredging expenditure both from the cargo and the 
vessels in different options apportioning the annual operating cost between 
cargo and the vessel. The TPT has considered the following three options: 


Option 

No. 

Description 

Percentage of proposed 
increase on 

--- 1 

Wharfage 

Port dues/pllotage/ 
berth hire fees 

1. 

Dredging cost to cargo-related 
and vessel-related activities in 
3:7 ratio 

15.93% 

56.15% 

2. 

Dredging cost shared between 
cargo-related and vessel- 
related activities on Income 
basis. 

32% 

32% 

3. 

Dredging cost shared equally. 

27% 

40% 
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4. The Port has recommended option No.2, on grounds of 
reasonableness and other factors. The proposal was discussed by the Board 
of TPT in its meeting held on 23 February 2000. The User Trustees expressed 
the view that the dredging levy should be imposed only on vessels drawing a 
draft of more than 8.24 mtr. and cargo handled by those vessels should not be 
burdened with any portion of the dredging expenditure. 

5. The TPT has stated that if the above contention of the Trustees is 
accepted, the vessel charges for such vessels will have to be hiked up by 
110% and it will be a disincentive to use the deeper draft berths. In this regard 
the TPT has given the following comments: 

(i) . On account of increased draft and call of vessels with larger 

parcel size, the economy of scale of operation shall reduce the 
Per Ton Freight of the cargo and thereby the total Per ton 
handling cost of the cargo at the Port of Tuticorin will be reduced. 
Whether the dredging levy is paid by the vessels alone or by the 
vessel and cargo both, the impact of the dredging levy shall be on 
the Importer and Exporter, because the chartering cost of the 
vessel or Per Ton freight from and to Tuticorin is fixed by the 
vessel owners, considering the total operating cost in which the 
cost of the vessel at the Port plays a vital role. Therefore, to be 
equitable and just, it is appropriate to apportion the expenditure 
between both cargo and the vessels. 

(ii) . The views of the User-Trustees to impose the dredging levy only 

on vessels of more than 8.24 mtr. draft, calling at the deep draft 
berths is not acceptable because the facility has been created; 
the total cost to create it has to be borne by the vessels calling at 
the berths irrespective of the draft as per the rate applicable to the 
GRT of the Vessel. Therefore, there shall not be any 
discrimination between vessels of more than 8.24 mtr. and 
vessels of less than 8.24 mtr. calling at the deep draft berths for 
imposing the dredging levy. 

6. In accordance with the procedure prescribed, the proposal of the 
TPT was circulated to various users and representative bodies of users. 
Comments received from them are summarised below: 

The Customs Licensed Agents’ Association 

(i) . We appreciate the Port for the steps taken for dredging and 

increasing the draft in the Port. 

(ii) . The increased draft is available in selective berths only. The 

other berths, viz., VOC No.1 and 2 and additional berths continue 
to remain with the same old draft; and, the (recent dredging 
operation has not benefited the general shipping traffic to these 
berths. 
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(iii) . Recently, the port has imposed a general 18% increase on the all 

charges. After the present increase, the Tuticorin Port Charges 
are very much on the higher side, compared to other major ports 
in India. Now, if the Port proposes any further increase in Port 
charges the Export / Import trade through the Port cannot sustain. 
Only the beneficiaries of the deep draft berths shall bear the 
additional levy, if any, and not the general port traffic and cargo. 

(iv) . The dredging levy shall be imposed only on vessels beyond 8.24 

mtr. draft. 

(v) . If the cargo related charges are increased even marginally, its 

impact will be highly visible to all importers/exporters. On the 
other hand, if the entire capital expenditure is charged as a 
vessel-related activity, the increase when divided by the cargo 
carried by the vessel, will become negligible and will not have any 
adverse impact on the importers/exporters. 

All India Chamber of Commerce and Industries 


(i) . Deep draft vessels which were earlier not able to carry cargo to 

their capacity will now be able to carry more cargo resulting in 
earning of freight at no extra cost. But, the cargoes carried on 
board these vessels cannot afford to be further levied. While 
there is some justification for the levy on these carriers, there is 
no justification for imposing equal levy on cargo. This may 
ultimately have an impact on the consumer. 

(ii) . The wharfage on any cargo is normally fixed / revised not only 

taking into consideration the capital expenditure and maintenance 
of the facilities but also on the fact whether the trade can afford 
the hike, taking into account the value of the cargo, etc. Low 
value cargo (like salt, onion, potatoes etc.) are likely to be 
handled at these berths. 

(iii) . There is a possibility of berthing of vessels handling the same 

cargo one at deeper draft berth and the other in a normal berth. 
In such a case, it will not be justified to levy a higher wharfage on 
cargo aboard a ship standing in deeper draft berth. It is also 
likely to use the deeper berth either for lightening or for topping- 
up of cargo in which cases the trade cannot adjust the wharfage 
on such part cargo handled on the consignor/consignee. 

(iv) . The levy on cargo may not be made. Raw materials related to 

agriculture, food grains, pulses, salt, coal, vegetable, etc., cannot 
afford to bear any increase in wharfage. 

The Tuticorin Steamer Agents’ Association 

(i). The capital expenditure, the TPT had incurred on the project is a 
part of the development programme and it is a must for 
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developing the port; but, it cannot tiave a bearing on users and 
such a proposal of high levy is not at all acceptable. 

(ii) . The TPT has revised the Scale of Rates recently; and, any further 

increase in charges will definitely have an impact on the import / 
export volume to/from Tuticorin Port. 

(iii) . The TPT Scale of Rates for wharfage charges are already on par 

with those of other Major Ports in South India, even though it 
does not provide any shore labour. 

(iv) . If the Port insists, a nominal levy can be charged only to the 

vessel calling with more draft than 8.23 mtrs. and not-for cargoes. 

(v) . The major and direct beneficiaries are the ship owners only who 

are benefited by more cargo and earning more freight. This will 
also help them to avoid lightening cargo in some other 
intermediate port. The cargo interests can receive the cargo at 
the normal wharfage dues at any other berth. For the liner 
vessels, there will be numerous cargo interests involved and it will 
be very difficult to identify and specify the cargoes handled at the 
deep draft berths for different consignees / shippers. 

(vi) . Vessels calling with draft lesser than 8.23 mtrs. in case berthing 

at deep draft berths, the Port shall not collect dredging levy for 
these vessels. 

(vii) . For vessels requiring lightening or topping up operations, the levy 

shall be charged on the vessels for the actual berth hire for the 
days the vessel occupied in the deep draft berth. With regard to 
levy for port dues and pilotage, 50% of the levy may be charged 
as it has been decided by TAMP for vessels converting to Foreign 
from coastal trade and vice versa. 

Tuticorin Stevedores’ Association 


The Tuticorin Stevedores’ Association has, by and large, repeated the 
above-mentioned comments made by the Tuticorin Steamer Agents’ 
Association. In addition, following points have been made: 

(i) . It may also be possible that the ship owners may tend to increase 

the freight rates correspondingly for vessels calling at deep-draft 
berths under the pretext of additional levy suffered by them. Thus 
the cargo interests may have to bear the additional freight by the 
ship owners and saddling them again with increased wharfage 
will amount to double taxation on the cargo interest. The TPT 
increased the wharfage only 4 months back and further increase 
of 32% in cargo will affect the trade very much. 

(ii) . Wharfage and marine dues for timber vessels calling to Tuticorin 

Port shall be exempted from this levy. Out of 60 to 70 timber log 
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vessels called at the TPT during 1999-2000 only 2 vessels 
utilised the deeper draft and, therefore, timber vessels and their 
cargoes shall be exempted. 

Southern Petrochemical Industries Corporation Limited fSPIC) 

(i) . The proposal to increase the port charges by 32% over and 

above the across the board revision of 18% in December 1999 is 
beyond the level what the cargo-related interests can bear. 

(ii) . Any developmental project should yield additional revenue. It is 

seen from the proposal that this project does not yield any 
additional revenue by way of attracting new traffic, growth in the 
existing traffic, etc. Taxing the existing cargo-related interests 
heavily is unfair. 

(iii) . The cost^on return on capital (Rs.660 lakhs) and depreciation 

(220 lakhs) shall be borne out of the income generated by the 
Port through the traffic growth consequent to the dredging. 

(iv) . After excluding the return on capital and depreciation, the annual 

operating cost works out to Rs.1108.58 lakhs. This cost shall be 
recovered from the vessel related activities as the vessels are the 
beneficiaries out of dredging, which works out to 45%. 

(v) . TAMP generally recommends the rates for 3 years cycle. In the 3 

years period, the income generated by the Port on the vessel 
related activities is expected to be more and corresponding 
downward revision in the dredging levy shall be effected. 

Tamil Nadu Electricity Board (TNEB) 

(I). Tariff Authority for Major Ports has revised the Scale of Rates of 
the TPT upwards only recently and, therefore, there is no 
justification for imposing a dredging levy now. 

(ii) . Capital dredging of the Tuticorin Port being an improvement work 

of the Port, levy from Port users shall not be collected. 

(iii) . Since the Tuticorin Port has earned a net profit of 36 crores 

during the year 1999-2000, the TPT can absorb this capital 
dredging expenditure. 

(iv) . Out of the ten berths available at the TPT, the TNEB is using only 

two berths. Therefore, the levy shall be only in proportion to the 
number of the berths used. 

(v) . The TNEB is also to incur some more expenditure of about Rs.1 

crore towards certain modifications to be carried out to the 
existing hopper systems at the coal jetties due to the present 
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increased draft condition and also for provision of spillage plates 
for hoppers. 

(vi) . The TNEB vessels are suffering berthing detention of about 12 

hours for want of night navigation facility at Tuticorin Port. 
Because of the non-availability of night berthing facilities at 
Tuticorin Port, the TNEB is at present incurring an additional 
expenditure apart from experiencing insufficient coal discharge 
from ships. 

(vii) . The TNEB is a service organisation and not a commercial 

organisation. The TNEB is already running on heavy loss. 
Hence, this proposed levy will increase the generation cost 
abnormally, resulting in an additional burden to the public. 

(viii). The TAMP may consider to impose minimum dredging levy to the 
TNEB, as it is using only 2 berths out of the ten berths available 
at the TPT. 

Tuticorin Port Handling Agents* Association 

The dredging levy shall be imposed on vessels which are benefited and 
not on cargoes or on vessels below 8.24 mtr. draft. 

QSmM, 

(i) . With the globalisation of trade and industry, the Indian market is 

flooded with imported materials, which are cheaper and better in 
quality. In foreign countries, cost of power, cost of finance, etc., 
are in a very favourable climate which can never be equalled by 
the Indian industry. These major factors are proving to be great 
deterrent factors for the indigenous products in their fight against 
the threat of import penetration. 

(ii) . There is a cut-throat competition between imported and 

indigenous products. In such a situation, any decision on the part 
of indigenous manufacturers to hike the cost of their products will 
ultimately result in total ruin. Hence, there is no possibility of 
increasing the cost of products at present. In this situation, the 
industry expects from the Government as well as from public 
bodies like Port Trust, Electricity Board, Water Board, etc., to 
maintain the present cost structure at least for the next three 
years as no rebate can be expected from them in the given 
conditions. The recent hike of 18% in port tariff was itself a 
burden to the industry; and, the proposed imposition of capital 
dredging levy is unwarranted. With the total depressed market 
condition this cost cannot be passed onto the ultimate customer. 
There will be a total catastrophe of the trade, industry and 
commerce in India. 
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(iii) . The capital dredging will benefit the vessels carrying huge volume 

of cargo arriving with higher drafts. Earlier the ships unable to 
carry their full quantity due to extracted draft, can now load to full 
capacity and arrive at Tuticorin. Hence the real benefit is to the 
ship owners but not to importers and exporters. Hence importers/ 
exporters are in no way directly involved for sharing all c'apital 
dredging charged. 

(iv) . The TPT can implement mechanised operation and by way of that 

can earn more revenue and share any dispatch money offered by 
the ship owners instead of increasing demurrages by the 
charterers due to slow load / dispatch rate. 

(v) . Whatever amount proposed to be increased on ships’ expenses 

will be charged from importers/exporters by way of freight, hence 
the entire burden will fall on importers/ exporters which is difficult 
to bear by the industry. 

(vi) . The TAMP may keep in abeyance the proposed further increase 

in the Scale of Rates suggested by the TPT at least for the next 
three years. 

PSA SICAL Terminal Ltd. 


(i) . Dredging of approach channel and harbour basin to maintain a 

maximum permissible vessel draft of 10.7 m is one of TPT’s 
obligations as part of the License Agreement signed with us on 15 
July 1998. That being so, the cost of dredging shall not be 
recovered from our customers. 

(ii) . Our License Agreement with TPT also provides for the licensee to 

determine the terminal handling charges including wharfage, 
subject to the approval of TAMP. These scales of rates, hence, 
shall not be revised by any other party. This is contrary to our 
License Agreement; and revision of Tuticorin Container 
Terminal’s tariff shall only be initiated by us. 

(iii) . Moreover, if the proposal is approved, it will result in PSA SICAL 

loosing its commercial flexibility in setting the tariff. The levy on 
wharfage port dues, pilotage, tugs and berth hire will increase the 
cost of handling at Tuticorin Container Terminal. This will not only 
undermine our successful marketing efforts in getting more 
shipping lines and services to call at our terminal, but more 
importantly, it will erode our competitiveness vis-a-vis the other 
competitor ports. Any such increase and imposition of levy in 
charges will prevent us from discharging our License Agreement 
obligations. 

(iv) . As in the case of the road infrastructure, on the ports side, the 

cost of dredging shall not be passed directly back to port users by 
increasing the basic unit cost. Without such infrastructure, there 
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will be few users. A deeper approacb-channel and harbour basin 
will attract many larger vessels to call at the Tuticorin Port, which 
was not possible previously. The growth in vessel and cargo 
traffic will bring in the additional revenue without increasing the 
basic rate. The proposed levy will not only make the port more 
expensive but, more importantly, will result in diversion of traffic to 
other ports and compromise .the . vision of making Tuticorin the 
hub port, 

^ I 

M/a. Sterlite. Industries (India) Ltd. 

(i) . Without improvement in proper handling fabilities and other 

support facilities, no amount of draft increase will be of help. 
Moreover, because of dredging, the traffic in the port has 
increased which means more waiting time which directly affects 
us and we have to incur huge demurrages. 

(ii) . We request not to increase port cliarges on cargo related 

activities unless handling systems are upgraded. If it is decided 
to levy cargo related activities also, it is appropriate to levy 
additional charges on cargo in vessels whose drafts are more 
than 8.24 mtrs. 

(iii) . We request to spare Copper Concentrates and Rock Phosphates 

from this revision. 

Container Shipping Lines Association of India (CSLA) 

(i) . The initiative by the port to increase its available draft is 

welcomed. 

(ii) . It is unfortunate that the port cannot fund this development 

without recourse to a levy upon the trade. Without a detailed 
analysis of the port’s financial position, it is difficult to asceiiain 
whether such a step is actually necessary. It would be preferable 
if the port funded this development through normal operating 
revenue. 

(iii) . If it is clear that such a levy is warranted the lines must reserve 

their position as to how this increase in operating costs may be 
recovered. 

(iv) . We do not take the view that the levy should be levied upon larger 

vessels only. If the operating draft of the port is increased then 
smaller vessels will also benefit therefrom in as much as the port 
will handle more traffic from main line vessels, which in turn may 
then be carried on by coastal vessels. It is, therefore, illogical to 
apply the levy to larger vessels only. Acceptance of this point 
may create a precedent that will be unwelcome in other ports. 
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(i) . Capital Dredging Expenditure incurred by the TPT is to attract 

larger ships to the port and obtain the benefit of a higher 
throughput of cargo. We are of the view that the very existence of 
the port depends on its ability to attract more business by 
developing its infrastructure to handle larger vessels. 

(ii) . The capital expenditure on dredging shall, therefore, be borne by 

the TPT by amortising the expenditure over a longer time span. 
The shipping lines and trade shall not be expected to bear this 
very cost through increases in tariff. 

(iii) . The additional traffic and cargo handled through TPT over the 

next years will more than compensate the cost incurred. 

7. A joint hearing in this case was held on 24 April 2000 at the 

Tuticorin Port Trust. During the joint hearing the following submissions were 
made; 


futlcorln Port Trust 


(i) . This port has the problem of low draft; lowest among sea ports in 

this region. 

(ii) . (a). The dredging project clearance was for R8.202 crores and 

with exchange rate fluctuations it has come to R8.220 
crores. 

(b). We have given details of costing for this proposal. 

(iii) . (a). In our project proposal, we assumed a 20% increase in all 

charges; othenA/ise, the Project was not found feasible. 

(b). Now when this proposal was considered by the Board, 
objections about cargo-related charges being affected 
were raised. 

(iv) . (a). If only vessel-related charges are to be affected, increase 

will be about 120%. 


(b). Therefore, as a matter of convenience, we want to spread 
it over all. 


(c). For bigger vessels due to economies of scale, per tonne 
expenditure goes down; cargo can, therefore, bear some 
burden. 


(d). Historically also dredging cost is spread over vessel- 
related charges and cargo-related charges in the TPT. 
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(v) . Nobody has objected to the levy. The objection is only about who 

should pay. 

(vi) . We have reduced berth hire to 8 hours - we have lost revenue - 

we have been responsive to the demands of users ,and it is now 
for users to support us. 

(vii) . (a). PSA SICAL was aware of the capital dredging project. 

(b). We had given no commitment to them. 

(viii). IOC is welcome to bring all bigger vessels, 

(ix) . (a). TNEB is the largest and direct beneficiary. TNEB has 

been on the Board. How can they object now? 

(b) . More than the commercial cost, due to economic cost, the 

TNEB benefits the most. 

(c) . TNEB cost at CHPT and Ennore will be much more. 

(x) . Interest payment starts at once. Repayment of principal starts 

after 10 years of moratorium. 

(xi) . Why should the increase in wharfage affect PSA SICAL? They 

can pass it on to users. 

(xii) . (a). TPT will terminate this levy as soon as liability is 

discharged. 

(b) . This will remain a separate levy - will not be merged. 

(c) . We can review every 2 years, when tariff revision falls due. 

(xiii). Capital dredging is an ‘asset’ with 100 year life. 

(xiv) . Land reclaimed has been put to use of container traffic. TPT is 

not gaining revenue from it now. 

(xv) . Upfront payment received from PSA SICAL is limited to earnings 

from Berth-7. It is not available for any capital expenditure. 

PSA SICAL 

(i) . Licence Agreement - there is a commitment about the draft. 

They should not charge us for dredging. 

(ii) . ‘Wharfage’ for our Terminal is our privilege. Only we can alter it. 

TPT can not interfere. 


- 5 - 
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(iii). Dredging is not like any other capital expenditure. Benefits 
spread over a long period. Please go carefully into traffic and 
income projections over a long period. 

Indian Oil Corporation (IOC) 

Out of the three options given, we prefer option - 1. 

M/s. Steflite Industries (India) Ltd. 

(i) . We are, as cargo interests, not benefited by this dredging. 

(ii) . Cargo handling facilities have not changed. Why should we pay? 

(iil). Charge only to vessel-related charges - and that too only to 
vessels requiring deeper draft. 

Tamil Nadu Electricity Board ITNEB) 

(i) . We have given written comments. 

(ii) , TPT should have consulted users before taking up the project. 

What is the idea of discussing now? 


SPIC 


(i) . We have given written comments. 

(ii) . We agree to the levy. Let this be spread over all vessels. It is 

difficult to ascertain which vessel requires deeper draft. 

(iii) . Return on capital employed and depreciation shall be met out of 

additional revenue generation. It cannot be from existing traffic 
only. Only a 40% increase in vessel-related charges will be 
required. 

All India Chamber of Commerce and Industry, 

Please refer our written submission. Please do not collect levy from 
users. 

ICCI 

(i) . We need to deepen draft further to 13 mtrs. 

(ii) . But, terms must remain competitive. 

(iii) . Let the burden be shared by all vessels ~ do not charge cargo 

Interests. 


PHA Association' 


In December 99 there was an 18% increase. Why another so soon? 
TPT must increase the business to reduce the cost. Please do not 
burden us. 

The Customs Licensed Agents* Association 

(i) . Dredging levy shall be charged only to vessel-related charges. 

Charge only the vessels requiring deeper draft. 

(ii) . Berths not getting deeper draft should not be burdened. 

(iii) . Shore handling in TPT is done by agents through receivers/ 

stevedores. This peculiar and additional burden is already on us. 
Please do not add to this. 

(iv) . For how long will it be collected? Whether in perpetuity or, till 

cost is recovered? 

Tuticorin Stevedores Association 

Only very few cargoes use deeper draft. Why burden all with this? 
Charge only the vessels. 

Tuticorin Steamer Agents’ Association 

(i) . The original cost was Rs.139 crores. How does it go upto Rs.220 

crores? 

(ii) . If ‘Yen’ fluctuates, US “$” also fluctuates. TPT collects tariffs in 

dollars. So, there will be some countervailing forces. 

(iii) . Please check carefully on the actual payments made. The figures 

are not clear. 

(iv) . TPT has used the dredged material to reclaim 20 hectare of land. 

What about that benefit? 

(v) . Additional traffic and income benefits have not been reckoned 

with. 

(vi) . Charge only vessel-related charges and not cargo-related 

charges - even there, only a nominal/reasonable hike should be 
made only on vessels requiring deeper draft. 

INSA 

Do not impose any additional burden either on cargo-related charges or 
even vessel-related charges. 
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DCW 

We endorse what the other users have said. 

TCCI 


Charge only vessel-related charges of all vessels at all berths. 
Otherwise, anomalies will be there. 

8.1. During the joint hearing, the TPT was advised to give additional 

information as follows: 


(i). Costing details and financial statements in the prescribed format. 

(II). Documents relating to ‘Project Clearance’ for clarifying the 
position relating to project viability. 

(Hi). Details about traffic and income projections to establish viability of 
the project. 

(iv) . Details relating to the terms and conditions of the Japanese Loan 

for the project. 

(v) . A note on the possibility pf re-phasing the hike in tariffs with 

reference to the terms and conditions of the loan. 

(vi) . A note about retaining this levy as a separate charge not to be 

ever merged with the basic tariff and to terminate it as soon as 
the liability is liquidated 

(vii) . A note on definition (and, other related issues) of ‘asset’ in such 

cases. 


8.2. The TPT vide its letter No. A-1/1/99-Cost dated 11 May 2000 and 

letter No.A-1/I/99-Cost dated 20 May 2000 furnished further clarifications and 
information. 

9. With reference to the totality of information collected during the 

processing of this case, and based on a collective application of mind, the 
following position is seen to emerge: 

(i). The Note considered by the Public Investment Board (PIB) for 
clearance of the Project indicates that dredging will optimise the 
capacity of Coal, Oil and Container berths by 3.4 million tonnes 
by 2001-02. The note projects an additional income of Rs^3.41 
crores per annum due to dredging. However, the projections now 
given by the TPT are totally different. No increase either in traffic 
or in income is indicated in the projections of the TPT. In the 
absence of any other valid forecast available with this Authority, 
the projections given by the TPT is taken as the basis for further 
analysis. 
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Not only any increase in income is evident, but also the reclaimed 
land is reportedly not yielding any revenue. This means, 
additional (capital) expenditure has been incurred for the same 
traffic. 

(ii) . Some of the users have expressed a view that the expenditure on 

capital dredging being a developmental work shall be borne by 
the Port itself without resorting to levy from users. Any self- 
financing organisations like Port Trusts will have to recover the 
costs, both operational and capital, from their users only. It will 
not be reasonable to require the TPT to absorb the entire cost on 
capital dredging, when the users are expected to gain from this 
facility. It is, therefore, appropriate to allow the TPT to recover 
the cost from users. That being so, the question to be settled is 
not the propriety of the proposed levy but its quantum and the 
section of users to be charged. 

(iii) . (a). The Port's proposal is to apportion the cost of dredging 

between cargo-related and vessel-related activities based 
on the income from these activities. In effect, the proposal 
is to charge a 32% levy on Wharfage, Port Dues, Pilotage 
and Berth Hire. 

The users are unanimous in their view that cargo-handling 
activity shall not be made to bear this burden; only the 
vessels who will be the direct beneficiaries of the increased 
draft availability shall be required to pay for this facility. 
Interestingly, some of the agencies representing ships 
interests have also endorsed this view. The stated policy 
of the Authority has been to consider dredging cost as 
being relevant only for the purpose of fixing Port Dues and 
Berth Hire. The existing cost structure of the Port spreads 
the original cost of dredging (i.e. upto 8.24 mtr draft) 
carried out at the time of execution of the Tuticorin Harbour 
Project over both vessel-related and cargo-related 
activities. Although this approach is not in line with the 
policy of the Authority, the existing spread of dredging cost 
is not proposed to be disturbed at this juncture as it will 
involve a total change in the present tariff structure of the 
port. 

(b). Notwithstanding the fact that the historical cost of dredging 
is allowed to be continued to be allocated to both vessel- 
related charges and cargo-related charges, therefore, the 
fresh investment made on capital dredging must be 
required to be allocated only to vessel-related charges and 
(ideally) on cost-centres relating to Berth Hire and Port 
Dues at that. However, in this case, as the expenditure to 
be recovered is of a very high order, all the vessel-related 
charges including Pilotage are considered for absorbing 
the burden. 
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(c) . Such an approach of limiting the incidence of this burden 

to vessel-related charges will also, incidentally, meet the 
objection that, in the absence of any improvements in 
cargOThandling facilities, cargo interests cannot justifiably 
be required to bear any part of this burden at all. 

(d) . The Port has proposed to introduce a levy for recovery of 

the dredging cost on the vessels as well as tonnage 
handled at the berths deepened by the dredging work viz. 
Berth No. Ill & IV of the VOC Wharf, Coal Jetty (l&ll), Oil 
Jetty and VII berth. However, some of the users 
advocated for imposing the levy on vessels drawing draft 
of more than 8.24 mtrs. To this, the port has responded by 
arguing that the total cost to create such facility has to be 
borne by the vessels calling at the berths in reference 
irrespective of their draft as per the rate applicable to the 
GRT of the vessel. The vessel-related charges are levied 
on a unit of GRT; and, introducing a new dimension of 
‘draft of vessel’ will only complicate the tariff structure. 

(e) . To facilitate higher revenue realisation from bigger vessels, 

the Port may, in its next general revision of tariffs, consider 
rationalisation of the tariff structure through introduction of 
an appropriate graded scale of rates for Port Dues, 
Pilotage, and Berth Hire with reference to the GRT of 
vessels. Introduction of such a graded scale with 
reference to GRT of vessels will also take care of the 
‘draft’ factor canvassed by the users in this case. 

(f) . The Port has not proposed to apply this levy uniformly on 

all vessels. The levy will not be imposed on vessels calling 
at shallow berths where the draft available is less than 8.24 
mtrs. Since the vessels drawing draft of more than 8.24 
mtrs. cannot, in any event, be berthed in these shallow 
berths, this proposal of the Port is in order. 

(g) . Such a categorisation of berths will, however, give rise to 

some problems where vessels use both during topping- 
up/lightening operations. To simplify matters, any vessel 
using the specified berths for any purpose can be required 
to bear the full burden of the levy. Accordingly, this levy is 
prescribed to be imposed on vessel-related charges for 
those vessels calling at Coal Jetties, Oil Jetty, VOC Wharf 
lU & IV and (Container) Berth No. VII for any purpose. 


(iv). (a). The PSA SICAL has pointed out that provision of vessel 

draft of 10.7 mtrs. is obligatory on part of the TPT as per 
the Concession Agreement and the cost of dredging shall 
not be recovered from its customers. 
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The TPT, during the joint hearing, has stated that only an 
indication of available draft and the dredging project is 
given in the Agreement between the PSA SICAL and the 
TPT; the Agreement does not specify that the dredging 
cost will not be recovered from users of the BOT Terminal. 
Since there is no commitment from the TPT, the objection 
of PSA SICAL is not sustainable. Even if there is any 
commitment about future draft availability, it cannot be 
expected to be free of cost as the TPT has not assured to 
provide any free service to the PSA SICAL. 

(b). It has further pointed out that its Scale of Rates, approved 
by this Authority, cannot be altered by any other party. 
Legally speaking, it is correct to contend that the TPT 
proposals will not apply to PSA SICAL rates. The Scale of 
Rates of PSA SICAL can be altered either on a proposal of 
the PSA SICAL or on a representation from any of its users 
or suo motu by this Authority. 

The Scale of Rates of PSA SICAL is only in respect of 
containers handled at its Terminal. Vessel-related charges 
even in the cases of ships calling at its Terminal are 
continued to be governed by the Scale of Rates of the 
Tuticorin Port Trust, as all vessel-related services are 
rendered by the TPT. Since it is decided to apply the levy 
only on vessel-related charges, no alteration of the PSA 
SICAL's Scale of Rates will be effected by the imposition 
of this levy. 

(v) . The TPT has proposed to levy a separate charge as a percentage 

of the existing rates. Since the objective of this levy is to cover 
the outflow of funds towards servicing of the loan taken for this 
Project, it is appropriate to keep this levy as a separate entity so 
that review of the quantum of levy with reference to the loan 
repayment schedule will be easier. Further, the levy will be co¬ 
terminus with the tenure of the loan. Merging this expenditure 
with other operating cost and revising the basic tariffs may 
perhaps lead to loosing the objective of this levy in the long run 
and may even result in unjustified perpetuation of the additional 
burden. 

(vi) . While the dredging project has not yet made any impact on the 

traffic of the port, both the Port and users expect growth in 
volume of traffic in future. The additional income from such traffic 
should also be apportioned towards repayment of loan. This 
necessitates a periodic revision of the rate of levy with reference 
to the income generated and the balance of debt yet to be retired. 
A two-year cycle is prescribed by the Authority for general 
revision of tariffs. It will be appropriate to consider this levy for 
revision along with such future general revisions of tariffs of the 
1689 Gi/ 2000 —7 TPT SO that a proper and complete financial appraisal of the Port 
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can be meaningfully carried out. Further, if the anticipated traffic 
volume is achieved, the levy can even be reduced. Accordingly, 
the levy to be fixed now will be revised along with the next 
general revision of the Scale of Rates of the TPT. 

(vii). The Port has worked out an annual operating cost of Rs. 1988.58 
lakhs considering the following components: 

(a) . Return on capital employed @ 3% of the capital cost. 

(Rs.660 lakhs) 

(b) . Interest and guarantee fee @ 3.5% p.a. with 5% annual 

escalation. (Rs.888.58 lakhs). 

(c) . Maintenance cost @ 1%. (Rs.220 lakhs). 

(d) . Depreciation @ 1%. (Rs.220 lakhs). 

The position in respect of (a) above 

As per the terms and conditions of the loan, the Principal shall be 
repaid in 41 half-yearly instalments, after the moratorium period of 
7 years. The TPT has taken in its calculation an amount equal to 
3% of the capital cost towards reserve for repayment of loan and 
contingencies. Some of the users have suggested that the levy 
during moratorium period may be fixed considering only the 
interest component and after the moratorium period, reserve for 
repayment of loan may also be taken into account. Disagreeing 
with this suggestion, the Port has pointed out that if the reserve 
for repayment of loan is not created, the Port users who use this 
facility for the first seven years will not contribute anything 
towards repayment of the principal; and, the users of this facility 
from the 7th year to 27th year will have to bear additional burden. 
The Port has accordingly suggested to distribute the burden of 
repayment of principal evenly over all the users irrespective of 
actual time of repayment. 

The moratorium on the loan is allowed with an objective of 
providing a gestation period for the assets created to start earning 
the anticipated level of income. In this case also, a seven-year 
moratorium on repayment of the principal has accordingly been 
allowed in favour of the TPT. As far as the lender is concerned, 
there is only one borrower i.e., the TPT. However, for the TPT, 
the users are very many from whom the cost is to be recovered. 
It cannot be reasonably assumed that the same set of users will 
continue to be in the picture even after seven years. That being 
so, the port has to recover towards the component of the principal 
from the users right from the beginning even though it enjoys a 
moratorium period of seven years. Viewed in this perspective, the 
approach of the port is found to be reasonable. 
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However, the port has not followed the same principle of ‘even 
distribution’ in the case of interest and guarantee fee. As interest 
and guarantee fee is on diminishing balance of the loan amount, 
the burden reduces with efflux of time. Since contribution towards 
repayment of the principal remains the same, the total burden 
reduces over a period of time. This means a user in the initial 
years bears more burden than a user in the later years. To 
remove this anomaly, the total outflow of funds during the tenure 
of the loan has been assessed at the current exchange rate, and 
the total outflow has been annualised to arrive at the average 
annual debt servicing liability. The average annual debt servicing 
liability works out to Rs.1,328.93 lakhs only. The Port has sought 
Rs.1,548.58 lakhs on this account. 

The position in respect of (b) above 

The annual operating cost estimates prepared by the Port 
includes a 5% annual appreciation of Japanese Yen vis-^-vis 
Indian Rupee. However, this levy is on vessel-related charges 
which are denominated in US dollars. While reckoning with any 
appreciation of Japanese Yen, therefore, possible appreciation of 
the US Dollar will have also to be considered. Further, repayment 
of the principal will start only after seven years; but, a contribution 
towards this is to be built into the levy, which will begin to be 
collected imrriediately. The interest earned on this advance 
collection will also compensate for the appreciation of Japanese 
Yen. In addition, the upfront payment collected by the TPT from 
the PSA SICAL for Berth-7 (which is one of the deeper draft 
berths) will also be there to augment the kitty for countervailing 
appreciations in the value of Japanese Yen. It is, therefore, 
decided not to consider any factor for appreciation of Japanese 
Yen in the Annual Operating Cost. 

The position in respect of (c) above 

The channel bed at the Tuticorin Port is rocky and seldom 
involves maintenance dredging. Occasional sand sweeping is to 
be carried out. Such sweeping, it appears, may not vary with the 
change in the channel depth. No special geological feature has 
been cited warranting additional sand sweeping. The PIB Note 
on the Project also contains a categorical statement to the effect 
that “there will be no additional maintenance cost since no 
maintenance dredging would be required even after completion of 
the project”. That being so, inclusion of about Rs.2.2 crores per 
annum for maintenance in the estimates of the port is found to be 
untenable. Since the levy is to be revised periodically, the port 
may come up during the next revision with a reliable estimation of 
this expenditure based on the experience to be gathered. 
Accordingly, in the present calculation, the component of 
maintenance expenditure is excluded. 

The position in respect of (d) above 

The TPT has mentioned that the benefit of capital dredging is 
estimated to be available for 100 years and accordingly 
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depreciation @ 1% is charged. Citing a communication from the 
Govt, of India in this regard, the TPT has pointed out that this 
accounting procedure is followed not only in the TPT but also in 
other major ports. This being an existing accounting policy 
uniformly followed at all major ports, charging of depreciation @ 
1% of capital cost is allowed in this case also. 

Based on the discussion above, the revised annual operating cost 
works out to Rs. 1,548.93 lakhs. It is proposed to adopt this figure 
for purposes of further estimations. A statement showing the 
working of the revised annual operating cost is attached as 

Annex. 

The cost statement submitted by the Port indicates deficit m 
vessel-related activity. Since this is not a rate revision proposal, 
the Authority did not go into the detailed costing aspect of this 
activity. In the instant case, ‘incremental income’ and 
‘incremental cost’ are relevant. The incremental cost is 
Rs.1548.93 lakhs and the incremental income is nil. So, the 
incremental cost is to be recovered by increasing the existing 
income from vessel-related charges for the relevant berths. 

The port has projected vessel related income from the relevant 
berth as Rs.2,224.49 lakhs for 2000-01 and Rs.2,283.67 lakhs for 
2001-02. It is presumed that the income projections made by the 
port as realistic. The average income for these two years works 
out to Rs.2,254.08 lakhs. 

The required incremental income to cover the dredging 
expenditure, as stated above, is Rs.1,548.93 lakhs. This means 
the . existing vessel-related charges for vessels calling at the 
specified jetties and berths need to be increased by 68.72%. 

(ix) . A levy of about 68% on vessel-related charges is a very high 

burden on users. However, it has become inevitable as the traffic 
and income projections made by the Port at the time of project 
clearance have not materialised yet. Until the traffic projections 
become a reality, therefore, it will be reasonable to require the 
Port to absorb a part of this cost from its accumulated reserves. 
In the initial period, the port may bear a share of expenditure of 
about Rs.4.0 crores per annum, which amounts to approximately 
26% of the annual incremental cost on account of the capital 
dredging. With the sharing of burden by the Port, the amount to 
be levied from the ships calling at the relevant berths can be 
restricted to 50% of the corresponding vessel-related charges. 

(x) . The above arrangement of requiring the Port to bear a part of the 

cost will undoubtedly be a heavy burden on a port like the TPT. 
However, this is only an interim measure prescribed. With the 
port achieving the anticipated volume of traffic, the burden is likely 
to lessen. And, as earlier suggested, the Port can also explore 
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the possibility of introducing an appropriate graded scale of rates 
for vessel-related charges with reference to the GRT of vessels 
besides gainfully utilising the additional lands reclaimed in the 
context of the capital dredging. 

(xi) . The Port is required to maintain a separate head of account 

towards the capital dredging and transfer its contribution (in the 
interim period) and income from the levy of vessel-related 
charges to this account. A separate sinking fund for repayment of 
loan shall also be created so as to ensure that the objectives of 
this levy are achieved and the proceeds are applied towards the 
stated purpose. 

(xii) . The levy approved will primarily cover the liability towards debt 

servicing. It has to be recognised that the life of the asset created 
is more than the tenure of the loan; and, the users will enjoy the 
benefits from this facility even after liquidation of the debt liability. 
Since the TPTiias created this facility, it will be reasonable on the 
part of the TPT to expect some lasting financial return out of this 
facility. The direct benefit out of this facility for the TPT will be the 
increase in traffic volumes which it will enjoy for ever. Once the 
capital levy is withdrawn after the tenure of the loan, the operating 
cost (including especially the contribution towards depreciation) of 
this facility will form part of the corresponding vessel-related 
activities and will go into the tariffs to be fixed for such activities. 

10. Subject to the foregoing analysis, the proposal of the TPT is 
approved as follows. 

(i) . A capital dredging levy @ 50% of the applicable Berth Hire, 

Pilotage Fee, and Port Dues will be charged on all vessels using 
the Berths VOC HI, VOC IV. Coal Jetty I, Coal Jetty II, Oil Jetty, 
and Container Berth (Berth No.7). 

(ii) . The capital dredging levy will be a separate item of tariff and 

considered for revision along with general revision of tariffs in 
future. 

(iii) . The TPT shall maintain a separate head of account towards the 

income and expenditure on account of this capital dredging. 

11. The TPT is hereby directed to introduce the above decisions 
appropriately in its Scale of Rates. 

12. The decisions given in this Order will come into force after expiry 
of thirty days from the date of publication of this Order in the Gazette of India. 

S. SATHYAM, Chairman 
[Advt./III/IV/143/2000/Exty.l 
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Annual Operating Cost. 


Sr no 

Particulars 

(In Rs.) 

1) 

Average annual debt servicing cost 

132,892,744 


(Refer Appendix - A) 


2) 

Depreciation @ 1 % of capital cost 

22,000,000 


Total Annual Operating Cost 

164,89'2J44 


Appendix 'A 

WORKING OF DEBT SERVICING FOR CAPITAL DREOGtNG AT TUTICORW PORT 
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